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To^itriSyiuiNcis AslaWT^JSuperjijriW.Jilfe Methodist Society in 

^^OoL 

Sir, - - '^- ■ 

Permit me, without incurring your displeasure, to request 
your attentive perusal of the following pages, on a subject which 
demands a close and thorough investigation. As I have adduced 
no focts but such «s have been already made known to tlie ^orid 
hy writei-Si whose veracity in stating circumstances well knowft 
by them to have happened, it would be unjtist to call in question, 

1 shall offer no apology for the ondssion of mv name bothon the 
title page, and at the close of this dedicatory address. For, if 
such men as Ctxte, litfyles^ WMtehtud, Hampton^ ^otty J. csid C. 
Weiley^ Lavingttm^ Seci are not esteemed by you and otherTcad- 
ers, competent or honest enough to give a true statement of oc- 
currences in which aome of them were personally engaged, I can- 
not have the vaUity to suppose my humble name sufficient to 
stamp those narrations with the uncontroverlcd mark of authen- 

If therefore any difficulties should a«se respectmg the fects 
stated, it will belong to those writers on whose ci^dibility 1 have 
relied, to remove tliefn, and not to me. The case is indeed some- 
what different in regard to the deductions I have made from an 
examination of thdsc facts, yet even here, my name cannot give 
Value to false yeasohing, nor detract from the weight of just con- 
clusions. Of these things my readers are the pro^r judges. For 
these I only request a candid and impartial consideration. ^ But 
should you still be disposed to censure me for not openly disco- 
vering myself, I shall desire you to look into a pamphlet writt^li 
professedly in your defence by Mr. Nicholas Snethen, entitled 
« An Answer to James O^Keliy, 45*^.** where the following senti- 
ment is advanced by your advocate. “ The merits of a book and 
« the trde state effects are not to be determioed by a knowledge 
^ of the najne, or character of a writer.” 

From a (fcsideration of several of the facts stated by the oboye- 
mentibnedi&tcrs I became convinced, some few years ago, of 
the nulllH^ Methodist Episfcopacy and the ordinations thereon 
depening. conviction, in concurrence with c^er circum- 

stances not ‘^^^^eceSsary tb be mentioned, but which may pro- 
bably furnish matte rffor another obliged me in consci- 
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cRce to wittdratr from your society, which I had but fot a short 
time beep connected with as a preacher upon trial. This step 
drew drwn upon me the wrathful ire and indignation of many 
of yoflt* satellites, wiio have unceasingly been pursuing me 
with abuse, and exhibiting a conduct towards me totally incon- 
sistent with the spirit of that gospel of which they are siith loud 
professors. Pray, sir, is such conduct in your preachers sancti- 
oned by you ? Are yo(t a coifhtenaftcer of that rartcourous dispo- 
sition shewn by the majority of the teachers and members of 
your Society towards all, who from motives for which they are 
hot accountable to yoU» are pleased to withdraw themselves from 
your communion. You are ready, 1 doubt not, to reply in the ne- 
gative# But, sir, as I know your power and influence, if you do 
not check this bitter spirit—I cannot btit look upon you as guilty 
by connivance at least, and that you would wish such conduct to 
be esteemed as an unequivocal declaration to all Methodists, “ 7b 
‘‘ beware how they ■venture to examine or think for themselves; for^ 
“ that once a Methodist always a Methodist^ or woe to their repu* 
^ tation** 



In early yOtlth, the power of influence, the arts of plausibility, 
and flattering persuasions and promises, were an overmatch for 
childish ignorance and inexperience, and drew me into error. In 
a more advanced age, a season of corporeal and mental affliction 
prepared me to fall an easy prey into the snares of enthusiasm, 
specious professions and confident assertions. I have been in er- 
ror 1 confess, but insincerity never added to its aggravation. To 
err, however, 1 esteem, no disgrace, while the error is involunta- 
ry ; but to persist in error, in spite of conviction, is something 
w'crse than disgraceful. It constitutes a crime of a very deep die 
indeed. In these sentiments, 1 doubt not, 1 have yoUr full con- 



currencci 

Let me, therefore, indulge a hope, that, should you be con- 
vinced of the errors of Methodism, you will renounce them as I 
Jiave done ; and use all your influence to put an end to the 
“ Scfdum'* and to lead your mistaketi brethren back to the unity 
of the Church, whose children will all sincerely rejoice to learn 
ynu have rega-ned your once exceeding strong attachment unto 
her. 

From the nature of the fects I had to consider, the positions to 
controvert, and the errors to detect, which were so very plentiful- 
ly scattered tliroufri. the pieces of the namdess assault’er of thfe 
Churcii, and champion of Methodism, published last year in the 
Republican Sta r.iii>ted at Easton in Maryland, and which gave 
rise to the preren^ treatise, J have been obliged to'adopt a lan- 
guage, which you will probably think, not sufficiently respectful : 
but be assured, sir, that I have endeavoured, with what success I 
am noi the proper judge, to preserve as much charity, good will 
and moderation, aa it ccnsi^ucat with a eealcus defence of the 
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truth, an eicposiire of specious error, and a detection of brilh‘ant) 
but vapoury pretensions. 1 can never reconcile it to myself to 
pay that respect t5 falshood, which is due only to truth, nor to 
reverence the worship of vain illusions and fanatical reveries, as 
the true religion of the gospel of Jesus Christ. 

To you, sir, and to Dr. Coke in your private capacities, 1 would 
wish to shew all due respect ; it. is solely as founders, governors 
and propagators of a new gospel a new church,^ and a new commu^ 
niony claiming the name of Episcopal, and arrogating to itself not 
only an ordinary episcopaie^ but an extraordinary^ apostolic and di* 
vine foundation, that I presume to enquire into the reality of your 
pretensions. And in so doing no one can blame me, who does not 
reject the apostolic precept which says, “ Believe not every spirit, 

“ but try the spirits, whether they are of God.’*# 

Shouid you be inclined to publish any more statements of the 
numbers of converts made at camp meetings, I would advise you 
to apply to Mr. Ffirth of New-Jersey who published an ac>» 
count of one which took place last summer in Queen Ann’s couii« 
ty, Maryland. At the place where the camp was held the most 
violent adherents to Methodism asserted the number of converts 
to be only about 300 ; the tenth part of wliich number I appre* 
hend, froma knowledge of the country thereabouts, to be nighest 
the real number ; Yet, Mr. F— scrupled not to inform the pub* 
lie through the medium of the Aurora, that upwards of eleven 
hundred were then St there converted I Whatanadeptin the sci- 
ence of multiplication ! Pray, sir, was not your late letter from 
Lambert Hall, first cousin to Mr. Ffirth’s publication ? It ap- 
pears you had your information from the elder of the Chesapeak, 
or the elder of the Delaware districts, those great and learned 
historians of the supernatural effects of camp meetings upon 
Flies and Musqtdfoes* But, sir, the world, at least that part of 
it which is not in a state of menial intoxication, will require you 
to produce better authority than those gentlemen, if you expect 
your statement to be credited. Their credulity in the al>ove in- 
stance, to give it the softest name, must render them utterly in- 
competent to bear testimony to the reality of conversions. 

I shall now close this address by requesting, that, whatever 
impressions the reading of the following pages may make on 
your mind, you will at least inculcate the necessity of adhering 
strictly to the advice of Mr. John Wesley Implied and expressed 
in the two following extracts from his works. 

The first is to be found in his notes «n the New Testament 
I St Corinthians, 1 4th chap. 32d verse. 

“ Jlnd the spirit of the prophets^ are subject to the prophets ^ 
“ But what enthusiast considers this ? The impulse of the Holj 
** Spirit, even in men truly inspired, so suit themselves to their 
“ rational faculties as not to divest them of the government of 
“ themselves, like the Heathen priests under their diabolical pos-^ 
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sessiotis. B'vil 'Spirits threw their prophets into such uni^overn'^ 
« able extacies as forced them to speak and act like madmm. But 
“ the spislt of God let Ms prophets the clear use of their jud|^- 
“ TTient, when, and how long it was fit for them to speak, and ne- 
“ ver hurried them, into any improprieties either as to matter, 
manner, or time of their speaking.” 

The second is taken from Mr. Wesley’s treatise on Christian 
perfection usually annexed to the book of Methodist discipline. 

“ Beware of that daughter of pride, enthusiasm ! O keep at 
^ the utmost distance from it : give no place to an heated ima- 
gination. Do not hastily ascribe things to God. Do not ea- 
sily suppose dreams, voices, visions and revelations to be from 
^ God. They may be from him, they may be from nature, they 
“ may be from the devil. Therefore, believe not every spirit, but 
“ try the spirits whether they are of God. You are in danger of 
“ enthusiasm every hour, if you depart e^er so little from scrip- 
ture, or from the plain liteml meaning of any text, taken in 
connection with the context. And so you are, if you dispise, 
“ or lightly esteem reason, knowledge, or human learning ; eve- 
** ry one of which is an excellent gift of god, fic may serve the 
noblest purposes”— J say yet again, beware of enthusiasm. 
“ Beware of Judging people to be right or wrong, by your exon 
feelings. This is no scriptural way of judging. O keep close 
“ to the law and to the testimony.” O si sic omnia. 

You will soon perceive, sir, thatl judge Methodist Episcopacy 
to bean imposition on the world. Rut to you, in your private ca- 
pacity, I am ever ready to shew all proper respect. 

Accept, Sir, this expression of regard. 

From your humble serv'diit 

The Author. 

£.astern Shore, Maryland, April 27th, 1807 . 



Copp'tigfjt gecucea accoraingto Cato. 
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A HE Methodists, in the United States of America,- 
ha\ing formed themselves into an independent church, which, m 
their authorised publications, is called “ The Methodist Eftiscofial 
Church in which three distinct orders of ministers of the word 
and sacraments are recognized, viz. Bishops, Elders and I>eacons; 
it must be a matter of some importance, to know on what author- 
ity they acted in an affair of such magnitude, and whence they 
derived their episcopacy and powers of ordination. 

I have been induced to enquire into this subject in consequence 
of a controversy which during last summer was published in the 
Republican Star, printed at Easton in Maryland. As newspaper 
publications are soon forgot, I judged a correct statement of facts * 
relative to Methodist ordinations might assist every enquirer to 
determine in what light those ordinations ought to be consider- 
' ed. This statement I have made in the following pages, collect- 
ing my information chiefly from the writings of eminent Me- 
thodists, and at the same time making such remarks as I con- 
ceived the facts related would justify me in making. 

It is a principle universally established among Episcopalians, ^ 
that a succession from the apostles in the order of bishops, as ar* \ 
.order superior to, and distinct from presbyters, is a requisite ' 
without which a valid Christian ministry cannot be preserved, 
and, that such bishops alone possess th^ power of ordaining and 
commissioning ministers to feed the flock of Christ. Now, the - 
pretensions of the Methodists, must be examined according to / 
Episcopalian principles, because they have adopted the Episco- 
palian mode of church government, and, in the most solemn 
manner declared it to be the most excellent. ' 

If, therefore, their episcopacy and ordinations will not abide 
the Episcopalian test, they cannot expect Episcopalians to re- \ 
cognize their ordinations as valid, or that they should acknow- 
ledge the Methodist body as an Episcopalian church ; neither 
ought the Methodists to be offended at the charge of Schism 
when brought against them by those who believe no true church ^ 
can exist without a true Episcopacy, and that no^ Episcopacy can 
be a true one, but that which is derived from the holy apostles in 
the order of bishops, as superior to, apd distinct from the oidc;p 
of presbyters.. 
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My design in this publication is to furnish my brethren of the 
Episcopalian church with a correct account of Methodist ordina- 
nation, and to shew the difference between a true and vaiid Epis- 
copacy, and that which is only nominally an Episcopacy ; in order 
that they may be upon their guard, and not suffer themselves to 
be seduced from the communion of a truly apostolic church, to 
embrace that of one, whose foundation is merely a human device. 

N. L, 



! 



t 





The Methodist Episcopacy^ &c. 




CHAPTER I. 




It is well known that before the revolutionay war 
which terminated in an entire separation of the United States from 
the mother country, the Methodist preachers were all laymen. 
They neither administered the sacrament, nor celebrated the 
rites of marriage ; they were considered in no other light than as 
preachers of a religious society composed chiefly of members of 
the Episcopal church, then called “ The Church of En gland 
They (flsclaimed the name of dissenters, as strenuously as the 
founder of their society had done, who, in his “ Farther afipeal 
“ to men of reason and religion” p. 134, addressed the members 
of the Church of England in the following words : — 

« We do not dispute concerning any of the externals or cir^ 

« cumstantials of religion. There is no room ; for we agree 
with you therein. We approve of, we adhere to them all ; all 
« that we learned together when we were children, in our cate^ 
chism^ and common prayer book» We were born and bread up 
“ in your own Churchy and desire to die therein. We always 
“ were, and are now zealous for the church ; only not with a 
“ blind angry zeal. We hold and ever have done, the same opi- 
“ nions which you and we received from our forefathers. But we 
do not lay the main stress of our religion on any opinions, right 
“ or wrong ; neither do we ever begin, or willingly join in any dis- 
“ pute concerning them. The right of all religipn, we appre- 
« hend, rests on holiness of heart and life. And consequently, 
“ wherever we come, we press this with all our might. HoW 
wide then is the difference between our case, and the case of 
“ those {Dissenters) above mentioned ? They avowedly separated 
“ from the Church, we utterly disavowed any such design. They 
« severely, and almost continually inveighed against the doctrines 
“ and discipline of the church they left. We approve both the 
“ doctrines and discipline of our Church.^ and inveigh only agdnst 
“ ungodliness and unrighteousness. They spent great part of 
“ their time and strength in contending about externals and cir- 
« cumstantials. We agree with you in both ; so that having no 
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^ reason to spend any time in such Tain eontcntion, wc have ouf 
desirein spendingand being spent, in promoting plain practical 
• religion.*' 

These are the declarations and protestations of the late Rev, 

John Wesley : and to these, his followers in America very gene«- 
rally yielded assent. 

He also published a number of reasons against separating from 
the Church, which are as follows. ^ 

Wesley’s reasons for not separating from the Church. 
Because it would be a contradiction to the solemn and repeat- 
ed declarations which we have made in all manner of ways, in 
preaching, in print and in private conversation. 

Because on this, as well as many other accounts, it would give > 
huge occasion of offence to those who seek and desire occasion ; 
to all the enemies of God and truth. ^ , 

Because it would exceedingly prejudice against us many who 
fear, yea, who love God ; and thereby hinder their receiving so 
much, perhaps any further benefit from our preaching. 

. Because it would hinder multitudes of those who neither love 
nor fear God, from hearing us at all. 

Because it would be throwing balls of wild fire among them 
that are now quiet in the land. We are now sweetly united to- 
gether in love. We mostly think and speak the same thing. 

But this would occasion inconceivable strife and contention be- 
tween those who left and those who i^mained in the church, as 
well as between those who left us, and those that remained with 
us : nay, and between those very persons who remained, as they 
were variously inclined one way or the other. 

Because, to form the plan of anew church, would require infi- 
nite time and care, (which might be far more profitably bestowed) 
with much more wisdom, and greater depth Rnd extensiveness 
of thought than any of us are masters of. 

Because, from some having barely entertained a distant thought 
of this, evil fruits have already followed ; ^uch as prejudice 
against the clergy in general, and aptness to believe ill of them ; 
contempt not without a degree of biiterness, of clergymen, as 
such ; and a sharpness of language towards the whole order, ut- 
terly unbecoming either gentlemen or Christians. 

Because we have melancholy instances of this, even before our ! 

eyes. Many have, in our memory, left the church, and formed | 

themselves into distinct bodies. And certainly some of them 
from a real persuasion, that they should do God more service. 

But have any separated themselves and prospered ? have they 
been either more holy, or more useful than they were before ? 

Because by such a separation we should not only thrpw awa^ ' 
the peculiar gloiifying which God has given us, « That we do 
and Will suffer all things for cur brethren’s sake, though the 
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more we love them, the less we be loved but should act in 
direct contradiction to that -very end^for which we believe God hath 
raised us up,. The chief design of his providence in sending us 
out, is undoubtedly to quicken our brethern. And the first mes- 
9a^e of all our preachers, is, to the lost sheep of the church of 
England, Now would it not be a flat contradiction to this de- 
sign, to separate from the church ? These things being consi- 
dered, we cannot apprehend (whether it be lawful in itself or no) 
that it is lawful to us ; were it only on this ground, that it is by 
no means expedient. 

It has indeed been objected, that till we do separate, we can- 
not be a compact, united body. 

It is true, we cannot till then be a compact united body, if you 
^mean by that expression, a body distinct from all others ; and 
We have no desire to be so. 

We look upon ourselves, not as the authors or ringleaders of 
a particular sect or party ; it is the farthest thing from our 
thoughts ; but as messengers of God to those who are Christians 
in name, but Heathens in heart and life ; to call them back to 
that from which they are fallen, to real, genuine Christianity, 
W^e are therefore debtors to all of them, of whatever opinion and 
denomination ; and are consequently to do all that in us lies, to 
please all for their good to edification, 

\Ve look upon the PfetkocUstSy so called, in general, not as any 
particular party ; (this would exceedingly obstruct the grand de- 
sign for which we conceive God has raised them up)— —but as liv*- 
ing witnesses in, and to every party, of that Christianity which 
we preach ; which is hereby demonstrated to be a real thing, and 
visibly held out to all the world. 

We look upon the clergy, not only as a part of our brethren, 
but as that part whom God, by his adorable providence, has called 
to be watchmen over the rest, for whom therefore they are to 
give a strict account. If these men neglect their important 
charge ; if they do not watch over them with all their power, 
they will be of all men most miserable, and so are entitled to our 
deepest compassion. ^ So that to feel, and much more to express 
either contempt or bitterness towards them,*rotif<ijfs an utter ig- 
norance of ourselves and of the spirit which we especially should 
be of. 

Might it not be at least a prudential rule, for every Methodist 
preacher, not to frequent any dissenting meeting I Though we 
blame none who have always been accustomed to it. ;-j||||df wc 
do this, certainly our people will. JS/ow this is actually 
from the Church, If, therefore, it is, at least, not exj^di^t^to 
separate, neither is this expedient. Indeed, we may attend our 
assemblies and the church too, because they are at different hourr. 
But we oannot attend both the meeting and the church, because. 
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they afe at the same hours. If it be said) But at the church, 

« we are fed with chaff ; whereas, at the meeting we have 
wholesome food :** We answer ; 1st. The prayers of the church 
^re not chaff ; they are substantial food for any who are alive to 
God. 2d. The Lord’s supper is not chaff, but i>ure arid whole- 
some for all who receive it with upright heai^rts. Yea. 5d. 
In almost all the sermons we hear there, we hear many great 
and important truths. And whoever has a spiritual discernment 
may easily separate the chaff from the wheat therein. 4th. How 
little is the case mended at the meeting ? Either the teachers 
are new-light-men, denying the Lord that bought them, and 
overturning his gospel from the very foundation ; or they are 
predestinarians, and so preach predestination and final perseve- 
rance more or less. Now, whatever this may be to them that 
were educated therein, yet to those of our brethren who have 
lately embraced it, repeated experience shows itis not wholesotne 
food ; rather to them it has the effect of deadly poison. In a 
short time it destroys all their zeal for God. They grow fond of 
opinions and strife of words. They despise self denial and the 
daily cross ; and to complete all. Wholly separate from their 
brethren. 

Nor is it expedient for any Methodist preicher to imitate the 
dissenters in their manner of praying : neither in his tone ; all 
particular tones, both in preaching and praying, should be avoid- 
ed with the utmost care. Nor in his language ; all his words 
should be plain and simple, such as the lowest of his hearers both 
use and understand. Nor in the length of his prayer, which 
should not usually exceed four or five riiinutes, either before or 
after sermon. 

If we continue in the church, not by chance or for want of 
thought, but upon solid and well weighed reasoris, then we should 
never speak contemptuously of the church, or any thing pertain- 
ing to it. In some sense, it is the mother of us all, who have 
been brought up therein. , 

In order to cut off all jealousy aud suspicion from oiir friends^ 
and hope from our enemies, of our having any design to separate 
K from the church, it would be well for every Methodist preacher, 

who has no scruple concerning it, to attend the service of the 
ij church as often as conveniently he can. ^ And the more we attend 

f it, the more we love it, as constant experience shows. Oh the con- 

trary, the longer we abstain from it, the less desire we have to 
- attend it at all. 

From these sentiments of Mr. Wesley we may learn that 
the Methodists were, originally, both in England and America, 
merely a religious society in communion with the church of 
England. 





The progress of their separation in the United Stales, may l5e 
traced in iheir own popwlar publications ; from which we may 
easily obtain s\ifficient information to enable us to judge how far 
they have a right to the title of an episcopal church, and also, 
how far their claim to an episcopal ordination, is just. 

The first symptoms of separation from the church, and as-» 
sumption of the power of ordination that we hear of, in tire 
United States, took place during the nevohitionary war, and is 
thus descriljed by Dr. Coke and Mr. More in their “ Life of 
Wesley,** p. 350 and 351. 

“ During the civil war the societies were destitute of the sa- 
craments, excepting two or three of the cities. They could 
not obtain baptism for their children, or the Lords supper for 
‘‘ themselves, from the Presbyterian, Independent or Baptist mi-^ 
nisters, but on condition that they would leave the society of 
which they were members, and join those churches respectively; 

“ and i^iany of the clergy of the church of England had left the 
^ country. The societies in general were so grieved on this ac-' 
count, and so influenced the minds of the preachers By their in- 
“ cessant complaints, that in the year 1778, a considerable num- 
“ her of them earnestly importuned Mr. Asbury to take firofier 
“ measures^ that the people mignt enjoy the priviiedges of all 
“ other churches, and no longer be deprived of the Christian sa-^ 
‘‘ craments. Mr, Asbunfs attachment to the church of England 
“ was at that time exceedingly strong : he therefore refused them 
« any redress. On this the majority of the preachers withdrew 
from him, and consequently from Mr. Wesley, and chose out 
« of themselves three senior brethren, who ordained others by 
“ the imposition of their hands. The preachers thus set.apart, 
administered the sacraments to those they judged proper to re^^ 
“ ceive them in every place w^here they came. However, Miv 
“ Asbury by indefatigable labour and attention, and by all the ad^? 

dress in his power, brought them back one after another, and by' 
^ a vote of one of the conferences, the ordination was declared 
invalid ; and a perfect re-»union took place.** 

In the “ Life of Mr. Jarrat** published by the Rev. Mr. Cole.* 
man of the protestant episcopal church of Maryland, we meet 
with a similar account, and are there told that Mr. Asbury w^as 
very active in the suppression of this schism, and to that end cii f 
ciliated and commented upon “ Air. Wesley's reasons against se^- 
fiarating from the church.'* 

The account of this transaction as given by Coke and More, 
appears fair, candid and sufficiently circumstantial to a cursory 
reader ; but as the subsequent conduct of the Methodist society 
ended in a complete separation from the church, by the introduc-;- 
tion and reception of a new kind of ordination assuming the name 
of Episcopal, with the same Mr. Asbury as bishop and pontiff ia 




In the tirst place we are ^old that ‘‘ the societies were destitute 
of sacraments, except in two or tliree of the cities/’ This is a ve- 
ly strained account indeed, and seaixely reconcilable with truth ; 
for, in the state oi Maryland there were never less than eighteen 
Episcopal clergymei>, at any one time, during that period, and 
in Virginia many more. . But in this resjieet the Methodists bad 
v.o inorre reason to complain than the rest of their brethren of the 
church of England. Indeed, had the Methodist preachers, as 
members of the church of England, rightly instructed tlieir peo- 
ple, as, no doubt, Mr» Asbury, in consequence o?f his exceeding 
uti oiig nttcLclnncnt to the chuirch of Ji^ngland ^ must have taught 
them ; they^ must have known that it was highly improper for 
them to desire the sacraments from either, Presbyterian, Baptist# 
or independent ministers since the church of which they pro- 
Icssed themselves members, esteenis those ordinances which are 
celebrated by men not Episcopally ordaiited, null and void. Be- 
sides, if Divine Providence had so ordered their sicuation, that 
they could not possibly obtain the sacraments to be administered 
unto them in a proper and valid manner, they should have bowed 
in humble ucquicsence to the divine will, ai>d been content to 
Avait God’s good pleasure : for l>e is not a hard master, he doth 
not expect to reap where he hath not sowed, and he tvill never 
blame any one for not doing that which be has not given them 
power to do. In fine, the Methodists should have been taught 
that the sacraments are only necessary to salvation Avhere they 
can be had “ according to Chrises ins-titution in all thin^ft ^ahirh nf 
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the church of En^land^ refused them any redress; — though, Ly 
the bye, it is hard to conceive what redress Mr. Asbiiry could 
have aiforded them, or what proper measures he could have taken, 
even had he not been so exceedin<^y attacJied to the church of Rn^ 
glcuid^ at that time. He, however, very properly endeavoured to 
subdue the schismatical and separating spirit. 

But alas 1 that spirit respects no boundaries, however sacred i 
Disappointed in their hopes of ol>taini«g the countenance of Mr. 
Asbury, these preachers resolved to proceed to the execution of 
thek ^an without iiis assistance. But not willing to set hsiHe^al- 
together, a form which both Scripture and universal practice had 
sanctioned and declared necessary, three senior brethren tvere 
elected to ordain others by tiie imposition of their hands ; and, 
no doubt, these others returned the compliment to the three senior 
brethren. These new-fangled ministers administered certain rites, 
-which thsy called sacraments, and usurp’d the fuh^ss of the mi- 
nisterial office. Thus did the schisraatical spirit cat * these men to 
reverse the order of the divine institution, by prompting them to 
send ministers to Christ of their own making, aiwl not permitting 
then to wait with patience till Christ, in the ways of his provi- 
dence, might be pleased to send ministers to .them, iu his ow ii 
order, and with his commission, J 

Pdr, Asbury, on this occasion, gave a specimen of his amazing 
talents in the art of Ignatian Government., which afterwards raised 
him to the supremacy of the society, over w’hich he actually, tho^ 
not professedly, exercises an absolute sway, at this present time. 
By his address, it seems, he reclaimed the strayed sheep and shep- 
herds from the unjustifiable stefi they had taken ; but, we are 
sorry indeed to be obliged to say, that he shortly after l>ecame 
their head and leader in taking one, not a whiLmore justifiable, i 
“ Ry a vote of one of the conferences^' this lay-‘‘ ordination tvas 
declared invalid." With submission, I conceive this conference 
meddled w'ith what it was not competent to decide ; as it w as 
composed of mere laymen, it possessed no ecclesiastical authori- 
ty whatever; but had even all the members thereof been clergy- 
men, the validity or invalidity of an ordination mu*>t rest on the 
authority of the ordainers, and not on the vote of any body of men 
whatever, whether civil or ecclesiastical. Had the ordination been 
valid in itself, an unanimous vote against it could not render it 
invalid, nor, being in itself invalid, an unanimous vote fer it, could 
not render it valid. Let this sentiment be remembered and ap- 
plied to the subsequent reception of Dr. Coke’s letters of Epis- 
copal orders given bygMr. Wesley, and it w'ill be seen what weight 
ought to be attached to the declaration of the conference in 1784 . 

“ That they were fully satisfied of the validity of Dr. Cthe's and 
Ashuri/s Rfiiscofial Ordination." The lay-ordination, how- 
ever, of the thj^ee senior brethreu, being set aside^ W'e shall let it 
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rest, fully satisfied that it met with a ^te, uhicli, wc firmly be- 
lieve, all sfmrious ordinations wW], sooner or later^ meet with. 

I shall close this chapter with mentioning a circumstance I 
was told a few years ago, by a person who appeared v. cll acquaint- 
ed Vvdth the progress of Methodism in the United States, and 
whom I judged entitled to be credited, respecting another kind 
of ordination which certain Methodist preachers obtained during 
the war, but which was also treated as a nullity by Mr. Asbliry 
and the confere nces The story goes, that Mr.’Strawbridge and 
diners appileuTor, and obtained a Presbyterian ordination from 
some Dutch Calvinist ministers in the state of Maryland. If this 
be truth, which indeed I will not vouch for, it will be difficult to 
divine the cause why this ordination was deemed invalid, and yet 
that the ordination derived from Mr. Wesley should be so soon 
afterwards readily acknowledged valid, and Episcopal. It would 
appear, suppj^ng this a just statement, that Presbyterian ordina- 
tion was not^ien esteemed valid by Mr. Asbury, although he 
made no hesitation about it, when it brought the title and conse- 
quence of a supreme bishop With it to be vested in himself. But 
be this as it will, we fear the Rishofirick was what completely de- 
stroyed his exceeding strong attachment to the Church. 

Thus we see that in the first case of the three senior brethre^i% 
neither the, supposed, holiness of the persons, nor their, profess- 
ed, divine call to the office of the ministry, was regarded sufficient' 
to justify them in assuming the powers of ordination : and, if the 
latter account be correct, the pretended dijiip^rrght of Presbyters 
fo confer ordination, was esteemed a tmr^ of nought ; these, 
however, are the grounds insisted upon, at present, by the adher- 
ents to Methodism. Schism cannot be consistent. ...it is the privi- 
fedge of truth alone, not to be at varience with itself. 



CHAPTER II. 



In Wesley's life w’ritten by Coke and More p. 551 , 
we meet with the following statement. 

“ When peace was established between Great Britain and the 
“ States, the intercourse was opened between the societies in 
both countries. Mr. W^esley then received from Mr. As- 
‘‘ bury, a full acccount of the progress of the work during the 
war ; und especially of the division whicli had taken place, and 
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the difficulties he met with, before it was healed. He also in- 
« formed Mr. Wesley of the extreme uneasiness of the people’s 
‘‘ mind’s, for want of the sacraments : that thousands of their 
« children were unbaptized ; and the members of the society in 
« general, had not partaken of the Lord’s supper for many years, 
Mr. Wesley then considered the subject, and informed Dr. 

‘‘ Coke of his design of drawing up a plan of church govern-'—— 
^4 ment, and of establishing an ordination, for his American soci- ^ 
w ties. But cautious of entering on so new apLan^ he afterwards / 
suspended the execution of his purposes, and weighed thef' 
whole for upwards of a year.” ' 

Here Dr. Coke tells us that Mr. Wesley informed him of his 
design of drawing up apian of church goverment, and of estab- 
Ushmg an ordination for his American societies : but Dr. Coke 
has not thought it expedient to inform us that he wrote to Mr. 
Wesley urging him to ordain him bishop, which Dr. Whitehead 
declares he did, and, in his ‘‘ Life of JVesley** has published the 
letter. Dr. Whitehead also, speaking of the eslian ordina- 
tion, says, “ that the person who advised the measure^ would he pro^ 
ved to have been a felon to Methodism and to have stuck an assas- 
sinating knife into the vitals of its bodijf Again — 

Dr. Coke says, this plan of Mr. Wesley’s was a new plan^ 
which made him cautious of entering upon it: consequently, it 
was a plan which had neither the sanction of Scripture, or the 
practice of the primitive church to justify his adoption of it. 
V/ell might Mr. Wesly hesitate and weigh the whole for up- 
wards of a year ; it had been still better, if he had taken eight 
years longer to have weigh’d it, and made use of the balances of 
the sanctuary of God’s' church, in place of those of his own feel- 
ings and inclinations^ and Dr. Coke’s solicitations ; it had then ne- 
ver been put in execution at all, or if it had, every one would have 
known its rightful father. 

“ At the conference held in Leeds 1784, he (Mr. Wesley) 
declared his intention of sending Dr. Coke and some other 
preachers to America. Mr. Richard Whatcoat and Mr^ Tho- 
‘‘ mas V asey offered themselves as missionaries for that purpose 
“ and were accepted. Before they sailed Mr.Wesley abridged the 
“ common prayer book, and wrote to Dr. Coke then in London, 

‘‘ desiring him to meet him in Bristol to receive fuller powkrs ; 

“ and to brng the Rev. Mr. Creighton with him. The Dr. and-> 
“ Mr. Creighton accordin^y „met hiip^in Biistql, when wi^,th.eir 
assistance he ordained Mr. Richard W^hatcoat, and Mr. Tho- 
mas Vasey presbyters for America : and did afterwards ordain 
“ Dr. Coke a superintendant^ giving him letters of ordination un- 
‘‘ der his hand and seal, and at the same time a letter to be print^ 
‘‘ ed and circulated in America.” ^ 
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It hence appears! nat at the time of holding the 1-ieeds coiifer- 
«iice» Mr. Wesley had made up his mind respecting the neto filan 
of church government and ordination he had devised for America. 
This conference was held July 27th, 1784 — Dr. Samuel Seabury 
had then been some time in England, for the avowed purpose of 

obtaining episcopal consecration from the English bishops let 

this be keftt in mind— -And in the month of October following we 
find Dr. Coke and his companions on their passage to America 
——see Coke's Journal. 

• From the account which Dr. Coke hath given us, it doth not 
appear that this was communicated by Mr. Wesley to 

the conference, nay, Myles in his chronological history of the Me- 
thodists^^ p. 1 62, informs us, that the account of its having been 
carried into execution was not given to that body till 1786 : con- 
sequently Mr. Wesley neither submitted his plan to the body of 
his preachers, nor ever obtained their sanction to it. Was it not 
then an act of schism, not only as it regarded the chuiA of En- 
gland, but as it regarded the Methodist society in Europe ? 7'he 
^ber biographers of Mr. Wesley, viz. Dr. Whitehead and Mr. 
Hampson, lead us to this conclusion, and to believe that the whole 
of this new plan was the contrivance of a few individuals, who 
took advantage of Mr. Wesley’s age and infirmities, and who 
were to be invested with powers, which would enable them to ap- 
pear to much advantage as fabricators of a new church in the new 
world. However, the whole passing as Mr. Wesley’s doings, 
w’e shall consider liim as the father contriver, and founder of 
this new fangled, episcopal church., so called. 

/ As Mr. Wesley was to all appearance, in this 

^ business, and was to be as Myles speaks, the fountain of honor 
^ and authority in this ; and, since by altering and a- 

bridging tlie liturgy of the church of England, curtailing some of 
her articles, and entirely rejecting others, he assumed and exer- 
I cised powers which hitherto had been presumed to have been in- 
vested in no less a lx>dy, than the council of a national church 
constituted upon an apostolic loundation: a queslioii arises, viz, 

' fiy what authority he did these things ? 

That he did not possess such an authority in virtue of his or- 
dination as a presbyter ol the Church of England, is manifest ; 

/ for by that ordination he became bound to exercise his ministry 
1 as a presbyter ot the church, as that church and realm had ap- 
7 . pointed : and, it is m'^cH known that the Church of England never 
' -^^fe^redi ^ver on the presbyters to alter he rLTimriyv^ rnrin;! 
artfci..,, Cr to ordain to any order of the mim?TT^ nay, if 
words have any meaning ; if solemn vows ratified and confirmed 
by the reception of the holy sacrament have any force ; they arc 
expressly prohibited from assuming any such powers. Hence it 
IS evident Mr. Wesley efid not derive the po^yers he assumed and 




Cicercised, from his ordination as a presbyter of the Church of 
England. He, however, did assume such powers in violation or 
the most solemn vows he entered into when he was ordained dea- 
con and presbyter by Dr. Potter bishop of Oxford, afterwards 
translated from that see, to the Archi episcopal see of Canter- 
bury. 

I have, however, frequently heard his superior holiness advan- 
ced as a plea in his justification. Strange ! That superior holi- 
ness should serve as a dispensation from the performance of the 
most sacred obligations ! But that IVIr. Wesley possessed so su- 
perior a degree of holiness, is far from being certain : and who- 
ever will take the trouble to read the Srrvnons of Geo, Fred. J^ott 
onMeUgiom Enthudanm^ will be inclined to think that more holi- 
ness has* been attributed to liim than what he possessed. 

Many of his followers, and among them we find the name of 
Phoebus of New-York, have claimed for him an extraordinary 
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and became a species of Episcopalians of their own invention, and 
having recognized the Rev. John Wesley as tiieir bishop, though - 
never consecrated to that work and office, they present unto him 
the Rev. Dr. Coke to be made by him a bishop on a veiv iilan.^ 
He receives him, and, as presiding unfl consecrating bishop, as- 
sisted by Mr. Presbyter Creighton, and, no doubt, by Messrs* 
Whatcoat and Vasey also, soon made him a nenuly contrived sort 
of b ishop ./ Thus the two gentlemen, viz. Messrs. Whatcoat and « 
Vasey, had very soon an opportuniny of returning the favour 
they had received from Dr. Coke, in contributing to make him 
bishop, upon a new plan^ as he just before had contributed his as- 
sistance to make them presbyters, upon a wt'zt; ///an. 

These three gentlemen, viz. Dr. Coke, ahd Messrs, 
Whatcoat and Vasey, are in the fourth section of the Me- 
thodist book of discipline, called, ‘‘ Regularly ordained 
^clergy"*^ ! ! I 

Now can either Episcopalians or Presbyterians, consjsf- 
enily with their established principles, acknowledge sucti or- 
dinations to be either valid or regular ? 1 should presume 
not. 

It may here be proper to observe that Mr. Wesley wo- 
, destly substituted the words super intendant for bishops but 
Messrs. Coke and Asbury thought proper to assume the 
latter, and now pass themselves off, in the United States, 2 m 
truly and regularly consecrated Bishops I 
I Had the gentlemen concerned in this first ordination paid 
/ any regard to the laws of their country, or the canons of 
their church, they would have known, that had they even 
-w . possessed the powers of ordination, they were encroaching 
^ on the right of the bishop of Bristol, and performing an act 
^ which no bishop could regularly and canonically perform 
> jvithoui his permission within the limits of his diocess. 

We shall now make a few remarks on the letters of ordi- 
nation said to have been given by Mr. Wesley to Dr. Coke. 

Several years before this lime Dr. Coke had received let- 
ters of ordination, both as deacon and presbyter or priest 
from the bishop who ordained him to those orders respect- 
ively, Hence we may conclude that the letters sign’d and 
seal’d by Mr. Wesley, were neither for the order of deatfon 
nor presbyter, but for an order superior to these, since by 
the ordination performed by Mr. Wesley, he is supposed to 
have had fuller powers conferred upon him, than what he 
before possessed. This superior order was called superin* 
tendant : consequently, in this ?ieiv plan, superintendant or 







bishop was not considered the same as presbyter, but as an order 
distinct from and superior to the order of presbyter, and, we are 
further justified in deducing this consequence, because the Me- 
thodists in America, call themselves, not presbyterial, but epis- 
copal Methodists ; they have declared the episcopal form of 
government to be the most excellent^ * and Lave adopted three 
distinct offices of Ordination for three distinct ord'&rs of ministers^ 
viz. bishops or superintendants, elders or presbyters, and dea- 
cons. In each of these offices, the following words, or those for 
the same import are to be found. Thus in the offics of deacons, 
“ O God, who hast appointed divers orders in thy church, &c.** 
and then the order of deacon is specified as one of those divers 
orders^ by praying “ that God would gi\^ his grace to this his 
« servant now called to the office of deacon.” In the office for 
presbyters or elders, the same passages are found, only the word 
« firesbyter'^ or “ elder*'' stands in the place of the word “ deacon^** 
to denote that elder or presbyter is another of those divers or- 
ders. And in tlie office for bishops or superintendants, we find 
the same sentiments still advanced, the word “ bisho/i” or “ su- 
fierintendand' being put in the place of the word “ elder** or 
“ deacon** to declare that bishops or superintendants are likewise 
a third order which God hath established in his church. With 
such documents staring them in the face, it is astonishing that 
any Methodist should now be contending for the validity of pres- 
byterian ordination in order to serve as a prop to support their 
new /ilanned episcopacy ; or that they should be endeavouring to 
prove episcopacy only a human institution, and, that the presby- 
terian was the apostolic mode of conferring the ministerial au- 
thority ! 

Shortly after this WesUan ordination in the private chamber, 
Dr. Coke, the bishop upon a ncty /?/an, and Messrs. Whatcoat and 
Vasey, presbyters and assistant bishop-makers upon a new plan, 
set sail for America with their stock in trade, viz. the abridged 
liturgy, Mr, Wesley’s circular letter to the American Methodists, 
Dr. Coke’s credentials with Wesley’s signature and seal, and Mes- 
srs. Whatcoat and Vasey’s letters of ordination. In America 
we shall meet with them before long, carrying the new filan into 
more extensive operation than they had room to do in the city of 
Bristol. 

The following letter will shew what were the sentiments of 
Mr Charles Wesley respecting this ordination upon a new filan. 

* If the episcopal form of government be the most exullent, we may 
safely conclude it to be apostolic and divine : since we cannot suppose the 
apostles did not establish a church government, neither can we suppose 
they omitted to establish that which was 7nost excellent. If presbytery 
was the aposto ic mode, as some Methodises now assert, how dare they 
presume to say with their church, that the episcopalian mode is the most 
excellent. 
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Cofiy of a letter from the Rev, Charles Wesleif to the Rev, Dr, 

ChandleR) 7 u«^ btfore the Doctor*s embarkation for America, 

LONDON, April 28th, 1785. 

Reverend anx> Dear Sir, 

AS you arc settinj^ out for America, and I for a more distant 
country, I think it needful to leave with you some account of my- 
self, and my companions through life. At eight years old, in 
1715, 1 was sent by my father, rector of Epworth, to Wesmin- 
jter school, and placed under the care of my elder brother Samu- 
el, a strict Churchman, who brought me up in his own princi- 
ples. In 1727 I was elected student of Christ Church. My 
brother John was then fellow of Lbxoln. 

The first year at college I lost in diversions. The next 
I betook myself to study. Diligence led me into serious think- 
ing. I went to the weekly sacrament, and persuaded two or 
three young scholars to accompany me ; and likewise, to observe 
the method of study prescribed by the statutes of the university. 
This gained me the harmless nickname of Methodist, In half a 
year my brother left his curacy of Epworth, and came to our as- 
sistance. We then proceeded regularly in our studies, and in do- 
ing what good we could to the belies and souls of men. 

I took my degrees, and only thought of spending all my days at 
Oxford ; but my brother who always had the ascendant over me, 
persuaded me to accompany him and Mr. O^ethoi'pe, to Geor- 
gia. I dreaded exceedingly entering into holy orders ; but he 
over-ruled me here also ; and I was ordained deacon by the bish- 
op of Oxford, on Sunday, and the next, priest by the bishop of 
limdon. 

Our only design w'as to do all the good we could, as ministers 
of the church of England, to which we were firmly attached 
both by education and principle. My brother still acknowledged 
her the best national church in the world. 

In 1736 we arrived as missionaries in Georgia. My brother 
took charge of Savannah, and I of Frederica ; waiting for an op- 
portunity of preaching to the Indians, I was, in the mean lime, 
secretary to Mr, Oglethorpe, and also secretary of Indian af- 
fairs. 

The hardships of lying upon the ground, &c. soon threw me 
Into a fever and dysentery, which forced me in half a year to re- 
turn to England. My brother returned the next year. Still w.e 
had no plan but to serve God and the church of England. The 
lost sheep of this fold were our principal care : not excluding 
any Christians of whatever denomination, who were willing to 
add the power of godlines to their own partipular form. 
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tain his own cause and carry on his work, and fulfil his pro- 
mise to his church ; “ Lo, Tam with you always, even to the end 
“ of the world.” 

Permit me to subscribe myself, 

Reverend and dear bir, 

Your faithful, and obedient servant and brother, 

T> o • Charles Wesley. 

Pi S. What will become of these poor sheep in the wilder- 
ness, the American Methodists ? How have they been betrayed 
into a separation from the church of England, which their 
preachers and they no more intended than the Methodists here ? 
Had they had patience a little longer, they would have seen a 
Teal primitive bishop in America, duly consecrated by three Scotch 
bishops who had their consecration from the English bishops, and 
are acknowledged by them as the same .with themselves. There 
is therefore not the least difference between the members of 
bishop Seabury s church, and the members of the fchiirch of 
England. 

You know I had^ the happiness to converse with that truly a- 
postolic man, who is esteemed by all that know him, as much as 
by you and me. He told me he looked upon the Methodists in 
America as sound members of the church, and was ready to or- 
dain’ any of their preaclier^ whom he should find duly qualified. 
His ordination would be indeed genuine, valid and episcopal. 
But what are your poor Methodists now? only a new sect of 
Presbyterians. And after my brother’s death, which is now so 



CHAPTER III. 



While on his passage to America, Dr. Coke em- 
ployed a part of his time in reading the writings of bis hop Hoad- 
ley, who is supposed by some to have entertained and advocated 
opinions favorable to the new plan; 

1 he Doctor in his Journal, published in the Amcrcan Armi- 
nian Magazine, Vol. 1st p, 240 and 241, writes thus. — 
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‘‘ Monday '1 8th October, 1/84 — I have now waded through 
“ bishop Hoadley’s treatises on conformity and episcopacy, 560 
pages octavo. He is a powerful reasoner, but is, I doubt, wrong 
. “ in his premises. However he is very candid. In one place, 
“ he allows the truth of St. Jerome’s account of the presbyters 
“ of Alexandria, who, as Jerome says, elected their own bishops 
“ foi; 200 years, from the time of St. Mark to the time of Dio- 
“ nysitis. In another, he makes this grand concession, ‘ I think 
“ not, an uninternijpted line of succession of regularly ordained 
bishops necessary, p. 489.’ In several places he grants that 
“ there may be cases which may justify a Presbyterian ordina- 
“ tion. But he really seems to prove one thing. That it has been 
“ the universal practice ol the church, from the latter end of the 
“ lives of the apostles to invest the power of ordination in a 
“ CHURCH OFFICER SUPERIOR TO THE PRESBYTERS, whom the 
“ church soon after the death of the afiostles^ called bishop, but 
“who had no distinct name given him in the new Testament** 
From all this, I cannot conceive that the very shadow of an ar- 
gument can be obtained in favor of Mr. Wesleys assumption of 
the power of ordaining bishops, elders and deacons ; on the con- 
trary, Dr. Coke, in the latter part of this passage, has published 
both Mr. Wesley’s and his own condemnation, as usurpers of 
powers, which did in no wise belong to them. How Dr. Coke, 
with such sentiments as he seems to have entertained at the time 
of writing and publishing his Journal, could proceed to exercise 
episcopal powers, with such a consecration as he had received, is 
hard to be accounted for, without attributing to him motives 
which are inconsistent with common honesty, much less, sincere 
Christianity. Let us, however, examine this extract from the 
Doctor’s Journal, a IH^le more particularly. 

He tells us, that bishop Hoadley, “ In one place, allows the 
“ truth of St. Jerome’s account of the presbyters of Alexandria, 
“ who, as Jerome says, elected their own bishops for 200 years.” 
The passage from St. Jerome which bishop Hoadley alludes to is 
as follows ; and I am ready to appeal to any scholar, for the cor- 
rectness of the translation. 

“ At Alexandria from the time of Mark the Evangelist^ donvn to 
Heraclas and Dionysius, the presbyters chose one of themselves ^ 
“ vihom they placed in a higher station, and called him bishop, much 
“ in the same manner that an army chuses an Emperor, or deacons 
“ an Arch-Deacon** 

What service this passage is to render the cause of Methodist 
episcopacy, is beyond my conjecture. Election, is not consecra-^ 
tion — election to an office, and receiving a commission to exer- 
cise the powers attached to that office, are two distinct things. 
Though I grant that St. Jerome says, the presbyters elected one 
of themselves, whom after his election they called bishop, he no 
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says, that they Consecrated or ordained hiiAj -tiayj in the 
I Very next line, he says, they could not. he proceeds*'' 

doe’i a bishofi^ nvhzck a firesbytcr cannot do^ EXCEPT ORDi- 
“ nation” ? The sense of this passage of St. Jerome appears to 
be as follows. That on every vacancy of the episcopal chair oV 
Alexandria, the right of election lay in the body of the presby- 
ters of that church, who chose one of themselves to succeed to 
the episcopate : and that immediately after his election pri- 
or to his consecration he was called bishop, he presided in their 
assemblies, and performed such other duties, as a presbyter was 
competent to perform : but that this man was consecrated by 
the presbyters, or that he ordjuned others, prior to his consecra* 
tion by the neighboring bishops, is out of the question, ance St. 
Jerome himself, who is the only author to be produced in proof 
of this circumstance respecting the churchy of Alexandria^ ex- 
pressly declares, that the power of ordination belonged not to 
presbyters. “ <^id etdm facit efiiscofiiLs^quod firesbyternon fa*^ 

« chz/, EXeSPTA ORDINATIONE” ? ^ 

There is an aiticle of the constitution of the Protestant Epis- 
copal Church of Maryland amilar tothat supposed custom of the 
church of Alexandria, at the time spoken of by St. Jerome. 
The seventh article of the constitution of the P. E. Church 
in Maryland is expressed in the following words. 

« In case of a vacancy in the episcopal office, the convention 
« immediately upon their assembling, shall choose, by joint bal- 
lot, a president from among the order of priests, who ^all re- 
main in office until the next election of president. He shall 
« perform all the duties,and possess all the priviledges above spe- 
“ cified,but he shall not call special meetings of the convention, 
“ unless applied to for that purpose by a majority of the standing 
** committee. And if, w’hile there is a bishop in this church he 
shall noi lie present at any meeting of the convention, they 
« shall elect, in the manner aforesaid, a prerident pro temfiore, 
Hut it is well known that the priest thus elected is neither con- 
secrated himself, nor does he pretend to ordain otliCTS* ^ 

The future historian of the Protestant Episcopal Church in A- 
meiica, will relate with truth, that from the time that she were 
hrst planted in this country, till after the revolution, there vrere 
no bishops. Yet, if a few centuries hence, it should be concluded, 
that the presbyters undertook to ordain, in consequence of this 
peculiar situation, the conclusion would be very false. 

What follows in Dr. Coke’s Journal, is a quotaUon from bishop 
Hoadlcy, which he thinks, contains a grand concession : he tells 
us that the bishop says, « I think not an umnterrupted line of re- 
** gularly ordained bishops necessary.” ^ 

This is a concession, which in the sense Dr. Coke affixes to it, 
was never yet, and, I am bold to say, never will be made by any 
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true episcopalian church) notwithstanding bishopHoadley’s opini- 
on. But it is a concession which all episcopalians I should ima- 
gine would readily make) in another sense, and yet the cause of 
Methodist episcopacy could gain nothing by it. 

For instance, had Rome, Alexandria, Corinth, Philippi, or any 
•ther see, been without a bishop for 500 years together, the un» 
interrupted line of succession would certainly be broken and in- 
terrupted in such see, during that time ; but the very instant that 
a bishop was consecrated by any true bishop in any part of the 
world for that see, the uninterrupted line of succession of bishops 
from the apostles, would be restored to it. And on the other 
hand, had there been in each of the above cities, fifty or more 
truly consecrated bishops contending for the possession of those 
sees, each of them was competent to transmit the succession. 
For it is an uninterrupted line of succession in the order of bish- 
ops, and not an uninterrupted line of bishops in peaceable posses- 
ion of any see, particularly that episcopalians contend for. And 
this succession cannot be lost, so long as there remains one true 
bishop, in any see whatever, to preserve it. 

It is indeed a sufficient guard upon such succession, and fi 
proof that it never has been lost, “ That from the lime of the 
“ apostles, it has been the universal practice of the church down 
“ to the present day, to receive none as bishops, who M'ere not 
“ known by the most convincing proofs to have been consecrated 
“ by other bishops. The consecration of bishops was always a 

fiuhRc solemn act^ of which there were many witnesses.*' It 
was not performed clandestinely in private chambers, “ And in 
“ disputed cases it was always easy to discover whether a person 
“ claiming to be a bishop, had received a proper commission. It 
“ is in the highest degree absurd to suppose," with such precau- 
tions as were always used, “ that any person could have ever 
“ been permitted to succeed to the episcopal office, who was not 
“ duly commissioned.** See Companion to Festivals and Fasts, 
p. 33. 

Those persons, therefore, who say, that the succession from 
the apostles in the order of bishops, is lost, in any church, which 
professes the necessity and possession of it, are bound to shew, 
in order to make good their assertion, that the person who began 
the present dynasty of bishops, in that church, was never truly 
and validly consecrated to his work and office, by other truly and 
validly consecrated bishops. Till this is done, the clvArn of such 
church to an apostolic succession hi the order of bishops, mutt 
remain in full force. 

Now in respect to Methodist ordinations,this can be very easily 
done. Mr. Asbury received his episcopal powers from the hands 
of Dr. Coke. Dr. Coke received his from the hands of Mr. 
Wesley. And Mr. Wesley received his from— Mr. Nobody. 
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Indeed it is well known that Mr. Wesley was only a presbyter) 
and never was consecrated to the work and offee of a bishop, by 
any Bishop whatever, either true or false, 

“ In several places,” continues Dr. Coke, “ he,” bishop 
Hoadley, “ grants, that there may be cases, which may justify a- 
“ Presbyterian ordination.” 

Although I am far from concurring in opinion with the bishop, 
because I chuse rather to depend on the long and universally es- 
tablished principles of all true episcopal churches, than on the 
sentiments of one, who, even Dr. Coke “ doubts,, is rjrong in his 
“ /iremises yet, for a moment, I will suppose his opinion cor- 
rect, in order to shew that Methodist episcopacy can receive no 
advantage from it. 

/ If the situation of religion in America was such as w'ould jus- 
I a Presbyterian ordination, there were a sufficient number of 
presbyters of that kind of ordination already there. If it be 
said, that there were no presbyters among the Methodists, why 
did not Mr. W”esley content himself with the establishing a Pres- 
byterian ordination among them ? But no— it was an episcopal 
ordination he meant to establish : for Dr. Coke was a presbyter 
before Mr. W esiey undertook to ordain him : besides, Mr. Wes- 
ley did not pretend to ordain him a presbyter, but an officer who 
by that ordination would receive fuller powers than a presbyter 
was competent to exercise without it. Add to this, that it was not 
a Presbyterian church which Dr. Coke was sent into America to 
organize, but one which was to bear the name, and adopt the 
form of episcopal, as being the most exeellent form of church go- 
vernment. The Methodists, therefore, have forfeited all claim to 
the use of Presbyterian arguments, whatever weight there might 
be in them, for they profess to be Episcopalians,not Presbyterians. 
In fine, their church is founded on anew ///an . devised by some- 
body or other, but sanclione(hby Mr. Wesley;, to whichTor rea- 
sons, which, we presume, might easily .be given, he has been 
pleased to affix the name ‘‘ Episcopal.” 

While on the subject of Presbyterian arguments, and the right 
of the Methodists to avail themselves of them, I will give an ex- 
tract from the late Rev. Dr. Berkeley. It is published as a note 
on the 35th page of his Sermon, called ,dn Enquiry into the Ori- 
gin of Episcofiacy.'^^ The Methodists would do well to consider 
it attentively, particularly those among them, who endeavor to 
support their episcopacy by arguments borrowed from Presbyte- 
rian Writers. 

“Should it be granted in defiance of all antiquity, and, as I 
“ think, in contradiction to the clearest evidence of scr ipture ; that 
“ in the church, there were at first but two permanent orders of 
“ ministers, of which the higher were called bishops or presbyters 
“ indifferently, and the other deacons ; I see no advantage, which 
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from such a concession could redound to the Presbyterian 
cause,” Or, the Methodist cause, According to this supposi- 
tion, the apostolical presbyters must have teen invested, as it is 
“ contended” by the Presbyterians and many Metltodisia that 
“ they were, with all the powers of modern bishops : with the 
power of preaching, of administering the sacraments, and of 
“ sending labourers into Christ’s vineyard : but it is notorious that, 
“ at the reformation,, and in eroery ftrior fieriod of the Church,, of 
“ which history makes mention, there were three orders in the m:- 
‘^'nistry, of which the second was authorized to preach the gospel, 
**.and to administer tlie sacraments, but oot to send labourers into 
“ Christ’s vineyard, which was the prerogative of tlie highest a- 
lone. That second order, being, therefore, upon this supposi- 
tion, unknown to the Church in the apostolic age, must have 
“ been” instituted and “ introduced into the church, by” juere 
human,, which is far from being “ comfietent authority. And yet 
“ it is from this order,” of mere human institution, according 
to the Presbyterian hypothesis; “that the Presbvterians” and 
Metliodists “ derive iheir mission, which therefore upon their 
“ own principles must be totally void,” as resting solely up- 
on a mere human institution^ 

I shall now conclude this chapter with remarking, that when a 
man writes and publishes a Journal we expect him to write his 
real and undisguised sentiments : therefore we may ^safely con- 
clude that bishop Hoadly really convinced Dr. Coke of one 
thing,, viz. “ That it has been the universal practice of the 
“ Church from the latter end of the lives of the apostles, to in- 
“ vest the p>ower of ordination in a church officer superior to the 
<< presbyters, whom the Church soon after the death of the apos- 
“ ties called bishop, but who had no distinct uame given him in 
“ the New Testament.” Now Dr. Coke knew that neither him- 
self, Mr. Wesley, Mr. Creighton, Mr. Whatcoat, or Mr. Vasey, 
were in possession of isUch an office ; and yet he scrupled not lo 
exercise its functions. The laws of Chiisiian charity allow me 
not to decide what were his motives, for thus acting contrary to 
what, he has himself given us room to believe, were his- real con- 
victions ; and, I am. sorry to be obliged to entertain an opinion 
respecting them, unfavorable to his reputation as a man of siricl 
integrity and sinGcrity. 
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y Dr. Cokers Journal of the date of Novctnber Stl, 
17 S4, We learn that he had then safely ariived at New-York/ 
Here be met with Mr. Dickins a travellinj^ preacher, who at that 
time was stationed there. To him he quickly opened Mr. Wes- 
ley’s ;/^7y /?/**»;• Mr. Dickins earnestly pressed him to make it 
public, because,” says Dr. Coke, ‘‘ as he,” Mr. Dickins, “ most 
justly argues, Mr. Wesley has determined the point, though 
“ Mr. Asbury is most respectfully to be consulted in respect to 
every part of the execution of it. By some means or other, 
“ the whole continent, as it were, exftecte me. Mr. Asbury himself 
51 has for some time expected me” 

Mr. Wesley has determined the point ” The determination 
of Mr. Wesley was to silence all oppositiem. The American 
conference was to enjoy but the mere shadow of authority. To 
the will erf the father and sovereign of Methodism, conferences, 
societies, preachers and people must yield implicit obedience. 
The conference like the ancient parliaments of France, was only 
to be used as a court to register the decrees of the Methodist pon- 
tiff. Mr. Asbury, indeed, was to be consulted and to be \ ermitted 
to give bis advice respecting the best mode of carrying the new 
plan into execution, but no liberty was allowed even unto him, of 
opposing the plan itself. That point Mr. Wesley had fully and 
firmly determined. 

Dr. Coke seems fully to have felt his own importance, and to 
have been not a little elated with the consideration of the exalted 
station he held as deputy apostle from the Prince of Methodism 
resident in Bristol. So great and remarkable an events as the ar- 
rival of so endnenent a personage in the western tvorld, must un- 
doubtedly have caused wonderful emotion in the minds of all men ; 
and the Doctor is not willing that posterity should be depiived of 
a record respecting so very interesting a circumstance « for, says 
he, “ the whole continent, as it were, expects mcj Mr. Asbury 
himself has for some time expected me. Surely he imagined that 
some supernatural power had been operating on the minds of 
the people at large, and performing the office of a forerunner, to 
prepare them for his arrival. 

On Sunday, Novemlx;r 14th, 1 784, as the Journal tells us, the 
<!eputy and Mr. Asbury met for the first time. “ After sermon, 
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« says the Doctor, “ a plain robust man came «p to *>ein the 
** pulpit, and kissed me, f thought it could be no other than iVlr. 

Asbury,and I was not mistaken.” Loving meeting I had camp 
meeting been then in fashion, \vc should liot have been surpris- 
ed, had a hutr accompanierl the kins. 

After dinner on the same day, the deputy piivately opened the 
plan to Mr. Asbury. He txfiressed canaiderable duubtH about it . 
We are not, however, told the nature of those doubts i ^jwssibly, 

' hw exceeding »tro7ig attachsnent to the Churchy was not x|uite bro- 
ken. But if it was not then, means were soon found l6 destroy 
it. We are also left in the dark, whether, when the plan was 
opened to Mr*. Asbury, he was inform’d of Mr. Wesley’s de- 
termination or not. We should, liowever, suppose not, siik:c not- 
Nvithstandmg Mr. Wesley’s determination, an appearance of 
choice, of deliberation, of a power of accepting or rejectiu^ was 
still kept up. A council of preachers immediately entered into 
conclave, in which it was resolved, that a conference of all the 
preachers on the continent should be called. Mr, Freeborn Gar- 
retson was sent off to convey the resolution of the council to 
them, and to gather them ali together at Baltimore on the ap- 
proaching Christmas-eve. 

That even the deputy himself, had *ome dotiftAs respecting the 
%ew filan^ may be presumed, from a prayer he made, when cros- 
sing a broad ferry on Mondays December 6th, 1 784. ^ W*e were 
“ in considerable danger,” says he, “ and, if my Iieart did not 
deceive me, I calmly and sincerely prayed that God would 
drown me, and take me to himselb if the peculiar work in 
which I ain engaged was not for his glojy.” W hat tempting 
of God I doth not such a prayer imply douht and uncertainty re- 
specting the rectitude of that vork ? I leave it to tire reader to 
return an answer. 

Before I proceed to give an account of the proceedings of the 
conference, it will be proper to notice the political conduct of Mr„ 
Wesley during the revolutionary war, as far ars that conduct re-, 
garded the affairs of his societies. 

That Mr. Wesley thought himself at liberty to avail himself 
of means to promote the interests of his society which many will 
think unjusiifiaWe, the two following instances will serve to 
prove. At the thirty- eighth Methodistkal conference, it was 
proposed ; “ ought we not to exhort all dying fur sons to be then 
“ at least merciful aftfer their power ?” and it was det-ermined^ 
W e ought without any regard to the reflections that will be cast 
“ upon us on that account.” 3ee Alytes, p. 1^9. At the thirty- 
sixth conference, it was determined, that a general decrease of 
the societies was owing, “ partly to a want of trying new places^ 
^ partly to prejudice against the King, speaking evil of dignities^ 
ts'r.” Aiid, to remedy this evil, it was ordered ; “ that none 
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“ should be suHered to preach with them, who^ spoke evil of those 
“ in authority, or prophesied evil to the nation.” Scr Ahjies} 
p. 138. This was in the year 1779. It 'must be observed, that 
Mr. Wesley, at the beginning of the dispute, was so zealous ah 
opposer of the British government in the measures they took d- 
gainst America, that he preached against them : suddenly how;,- 
ever his ophiions changed \ and to the astonishment of all hrs 
friends, he not only wrote against the Americans, but in private, 
on every poffsible occasion, and in public from the pulpit, he was 
heard constantly and violently to defend the Conduct of the admi- 
nistration. In consequence of this change in Mr. Wesley’s po- 
litical sentiments, the* Americans were called, rebels ; and all the 
acts df the American Methodists, and their very names, were 
expunged from the minutes of the general society, Harnp- 
soi^s TJfeof Wesley, Toh 3, p. 134, tt passim in FoL 2. 

J>ome of Mr. Wesley’s strictures upon a sermon preached, 
some, considerable time before the declaration of Independence, 
by Dr. Smith in Philadelphia, are as follows r 

^ A sermon preached by Dr. Smith in Philadelphia, has lately 
been re-printed here. It has been much admired, but proceeds 

“ all along upon wrong suppositions. 

“ Dr. Smith supposes they (the Americans) have a right of 
granting their own money ; that is, of being exempt from taxa- 
“ tion by the supreme power.” 

But,” Mr. Wesley adds, “if they contend for this right, 
“ they contend for neither more nor less than Independency.” — 
“’That you contend for the cause of liberty is another mistaken 
“ supposition. You have no liberty civil or religious, but what 
the congress allows. Vainly do you complain of unconstitu- 
“ tional exactions, violated rights, and mutilated charters.” 

He expresses great astonishment at Dr. Smith for saying, 
“ JVo power on earth has a right to grant our money^ without our 
“ consent P And endeavours to r^jlule him thus, “ Then you have 
•“ •no sovereign ; for every sovereign under heaven has a right to 
“ tax their subjects ; that is, to grant their property^ with oa 

“ WITHOUT THEUl CONSENT.” 

This political publication of Mr. Wesley was entitled “ a calm 
“ address It quickly caught the eye of the celebrated Ju- 
nius, wiio thus addressed the Rev’d Politician : 

>- “I have read your address to the Americans with much sur- 
prise and concern. That a mvn, after a longlife devoted to the 
“ awful concerns of religion, and of a rigidity of morals, strik- 
“ ingly contrasted to the limes, should in his old age step forth a 
“ champion in a political controversy, is a paradox only to be sol- 
“ ved by a refleclion on the general motives of such corripositi- 
“ ons. They exhibit a proof, Mr. Wesley, that the most perfect 
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<< mcTi have hopes on earth, a's well as in heaven ; and indeed you 
“ have the modesty not to forbid us to believe so.*^ 

“ When you deliver your opinion, you say, you may be the 
“ better believed because unbiassed ; and then express yourself 
in this unguarded language. I gain nothing by the Ameii- 
« cans, nor by the government, and probably never shall. This 
“ is not only an invitation to the Minister to reward your pious 
“ labours, but a thorn in his foot if he overlooks them. Had you 
“ said, and positively never nvilU I should then, as I always 
** have, believed you to be an honest and pious man.** 

“ And now, Mr. Wesley, I take my leave of you. You have 
“ forgot the precept of your master, that God and Mammon can- 
“ not be served together. You have one eye upon a pension and 
“ the other upon heaven — one hand stretched out to the king, the 
“ other raised up to God. I pray that the first may reward yoii 
and thel ast forgive you.** Gent. Map. for \77S,p. 561. 
Although it is possible the author of the letter to Mr. Wesley, 
just quoted, was mistaken in regard to the particular motive he 
seems to have assign’d for Mr. Wesley’s political conduct, yet 
whoever will compare his strictures, his “ calm address,** and 
versatility in politics during the American war, with his circular 
letter to the Methodists of the United States, sent by Dr. Coke ; 
will be led to conclude that other motives besides the advance- 
ment of the gospel, contributed to render him so active and indus- 
trious through life. Indeed his conduct in all the foregoing in-r 
stances, seems to have been the effect of policy rather than con- 
viction ; for when peace was concluded, he wrote to the Ameri- 
cans, and in the language of congratulation, for being freed from 
the state and hierarchy of England, exhorted them, to stand fast- 
in that liberty with which God had so strangely made them free. 

See Hampson, Vol. 2,/i. 174. 

On Christmas-eve the conference assembled according to ap- 
pointment at Baltimore, and continued their sittings for ten days: 
during which time several circumstances took place, which we 
now proceed to notice. 

A sermon was preached by Dr. Coke, which Harapson says 
in his “ Life of Wesley, Vol. % p. 191, %vas supposed to be the 
production of Mr. Wesley’s pen : in which are these words. 

“ Though we admire the liturgy of the Church of England, 

‘‘ and are det ermined to retain it with a^few alterations ; we caa-u— — — ' 
“ not, we will not hold commiinionmCIi Ibiilfi, till IhiTTi^Iy 
“ spirit of God has made them see the evil of the practices and 
“ the importance of the doctrines above mentioned. And as for 
** this schism , if it must have the name, we are cheerfully ready 
“ to answer for it at the bar of God.’* 

In this conference the liturgy was approved and ordered to be 
read by those who exercised the minibierixl office aincng them 
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•9R Sombi^s. And Dr. Coke meatioiis ran uvstanoc when 4he 
reading of it bybimself, became a means of jwocuring for one 
of hrs spmtoal'sistersyone of -the^reatest manifesiationsof God’s 
love -she had ever experienced. See CoXrc’« Journal Arm, Mag, 
ft, »94, V^, 1. 

The determination ecnceming the liturgy vrasnot long adhe- 
•red to ; the atimiration of it soon ceased. It had answer’d the 
purpose foi’ w4iich it was introduced : and the object of Method- 
ist veneration quickly became an object for Methodist ridicule to 
shoot at. It ceased to be linstrumental in making converts from 
among true Episicopalians, therefore, it was judged eK[>edient to 
cast aside such a dead^ /“onn, as they then began to 

caildt, and adopt the Presbyterian mode of public worship, in 
hopes, no doubt, that this accommodation might prove as prolific 
i« converting the Presbyterians, as the liturgy and Episcopaliaii 
form of Church Government Imd been in regard to the fiasco- 
.palians. 

“ We cannot, we will not hold communion with them.”— 
says Dr, Coke. 

And yet this same Dr. Gofce did in the year 1 79 1 write a peni- 
tential letter to bishop White, which will appear in the Appeiidia, 
proposing a reunion widi the Church, and on such terms as weift 
to invalidate all Uic episcopal powers of Mr. Wesley, himself, 
-and Mr. Asbury. Thisscheniet however, not cuGceeding, he 
-seem returned to the fullness of Methodistiqprinciple, as appears 
-in his “ Jlottnufion Methodism.*' 

in the same sermon we also find the following passages. 

“ B4essed be God, and praised be his holy name.” Let it be 
remembered that Mr. Wesley is supposed to be the real author 
.of tl>at sermon. See Hamp, Vol. 2. « Blessed be God and prais- 
“ ed be his holy name, that the memorable revolution (ki Ame- 
“ rica) has struck off these intolerable fcttei's, and broken the 
“ anticliristian umon which before subsisted between the Church 
^ aux! State. And Iwl there been no other advantage arising from 
“ that glorious epoch, this itself, I believe, would have made anar- 
pie compensation for ail the calamities of the war. One hap- 
“ py consequence ©f which, was the expulsion of most of those 
“ hirelings ^the clergy of the Church of England) of whkh the 
society of the Methodists have till lately firofeesed themselves a 
“ part.” ^ 

How different a gospel is this, from that which both Dr. Coke 
and Mr. Wesley preached before and after this time in England ! 
surely on this occasion Dr. Coke, or Mr. Wesley, or both, forgot 
the promise made by God unto the Church “ that kings should 
become her nursing Fathers, & queens her nursing Mothei^;” 
And, certainly some connections is needful in such a case. I 
presume not even to suggest how for such a connection should 




extendr: amkl vediif believe U hats been fotm’d frequently fop b- 
thcp purposes thflR the advancement of religion. But while the 
advancement of purity of manners and Christian orders aod dis» 
cipltne is the object kept in perpetual view, I cannot consent to 
declare that thtng^a curse, which God promised as a blessing and 
inanifestation of liis favor, however consentaneous such an opi- 
nion might . be- to the notions of the populace. Where a true 
and orderly religion IS' discountenanced or oppressed, a false and 
disorderly- one will arise, and by* its machinations and dehisionat 
seducotbe multitude into such en ors ars-will make the destructi- 
ofiof all religion a thing easy to be accomplished : and when re- 
lHgton is gone, good government will quickly follow. 

As t-o the ejcffiulfdon of tho9€ -at which Dr. Coke 

so highly exulted, that we may suppose he w'ould rejoice to see 
the revolutionary horrors of France^ repeated in England in or- 
der lO'bring about the same event in his own native country : 
shall only remark ; that if every institution must be destroyed 
because it has been almsed ; the whole body of institutions^ hu-- 
man and divine must be abolished, the world must put on an en- 
tire new face and undergo a thorough and complete revolutibR» 
iiTAvhich IVlethodism itself will be found undeserving* of preser- 
vattion- Should ever, which God forbid ! the bloody* scenes of* 
Munster in the I6th cfsaturyj or thoseof St. D— the latter caad 
of the last and beginning of this, beached over again in the Uni-' 
ted States, it may happen that the expulsion of Methodism may 
prove a consummatmn devoutltf to be %vished'* For^: if we are 
not very much misinformed, the harangues of certain Metiiodist' 
ftreachersi^ in certain ftiace»>f which might be named, are cx-tj?emc- 
ly well calculated to produce such horrors. * 

“ ——Church of England, and of which the Methodists have ■ 
“ till lateJyj/ir(^(?««ffiftb«mselves a part,*’ 

But now it appears they are no longer even to profess them- 
selves a part. The time is come in which the mask can be 
safely torn off and thrown away. This expression of the Doc- 
tor’s was rather an unfortunate one. It shews that their professi- 
ons were merv firofeadon^ “ a form -without the power.” The 
deter inindtion of Mr. Wesley scatters them away^ and oauses* 
then>lo disappear'for ever. We may here fairly apply to the 
Methodists* what St. John said of the schismatics and separa-* 
lists of his time : “ They went out from us, but they were nor 
“ of us, for if they had been of u«, they would no doubt hav’e 
“ continued tvith us : but thej^ v/ent out, thjrt they might be made 
“ manifest that they were not all of us.** 

Since the expxression “ till lately firofeastd themaelvea a fiart<^* 
wastvibe made use of, it was well in Dr. Coke to let the Me- 
thodists know that their separation from the Church would most 
pi'obably be called “ a-acMsm .•’* for he now acknowledges it to be 
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SO, and will be thus understood by all who know what is meant 
by the word schism in Scripture, and what that same word w^s 
undoubtedly understood to mean in the primitive Church. , 

Nor do the Methodists differ from us in the signlhcation of the 
word schism, nor do they hesitate in ascribing a great degree of 
guilt unto it, whenever the question has respected a separation 
from their Church : as the following account testifies. 

‘* Mr. Wm. Hammett, one of the Methodist missionaries sent 
“ to the West Indies, having in the beginning of the year 1791, 
landed in America for the recovery of his health, he was cor- 
“ diaily receivetl by the Methodists in the United States ; but 
•• unhappily differing with his colleagues, he made a schism and 
“ divided the society in Charleston. He-eppealcd to the English 
“ conference, by sending them an account of the difference.' 
“ The matter was now considered ; and it was dismissed by 
. ** sending the following letter to Mr. Asbury and all the Ameri- 
“ can preachers. In which the English brethl’en express the 
closest union with their American biTthren.” 

“ To Mr. Asbury, anrf a// Mtf American pheachers^ 

“ Very dear Brethren^ 

“We are desired by the English conference to assure you ‘ 
“ of their cordial love towards you. . They earnestly desire that 
“ the most cordial love may subsist without any interruption be- 
“ tween you and them, and the most perfect union which the na- 
ture of things will admit of. 

“ They esteem union and concord among brethren as one of 
the greatest of blessings ; and therefore do most deeply disap- 
prove of the Schism Avhich Wm. Hammet has made in the 
city of Charleston, and do acknowledge no farther connection 
with him who could so attempt to rend the body of Christ. 

“ W’ishing you every possible blessing in Jesus Christ, both in 
** your souls and in your labours, we remain, 

*• Your truly affectionate brethren, 

“ Signed, in behalf of the conference, 

“ ALEX. MATHER, President. 

“ THOMHS COKE, Secretary. 

“ London^ August isM, 1792. 

“ This letter was printed and circulated at the unanimous re- 
“ quest of the general conference met in Baltimore in Novem- 
“ her, 1792.” See Myles^ p. 220 and 221 . 

But let US return to our remarks on Dr. Coke’s Sermon, from 
wnlch we conclude, that he has acknowledged the separation of 
the Methodists in America, from the Church, to be very liable to 
be esteemed “ a Schism.** And a Schism all true Episcopalians 
are compelled to esteem it. 

Indeed, had the Church imposed any articles of false doctrine 
on the Methodists as times of union and communion, or, had the 
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Methodists discovered the Church to be without a valid minislry, 
and consequently without a right to administer the sacrament of 
salvation ; this separation of theirs could not justly have been 
called “ a achism :** provided) that in separating they had imrae- 
tliately united themselves to some body of Christians among 
whom these objections could not be found, or had taken care to 
procure for themselves a valid ministry ; being at the same 
time willing to hold cothmunion with every body of Christians, 
which held all essential doctrines, which imix>sed no unhiw'ful 
terms of communion, and which possessed a valid nlinistry. — 

Now Mr. Wesley and the Methodists in general, have in the 
most solemn manner repeatetlly approved of the doctrine of the 
Church ; they have never charged her with proposing unlawful 
terms of communion ; and have, even in their separation, fully 
subscribed to the validity of her ministry, by attempting to prove 
the validity of' their own, because,** say they, “ zV derixxed 
« from Mr. Wesleyi a p.resbyter** but only a presbyter, “ of the 
“ Church of England.** 

To the Donatistical sentiment of late so much advanced by the 
Methodists, viz. That an unconverted man cannot be a Mini- 
“ ster of the word and sacraments; and that all the ministrations 
“ of such a man are of no avail ;** we might be content to refer 
our readers to one of those Articles of the Church of England^ 
which Mr. Wesley has so often and so warmly approbated. But 
as the American Methodists have rejected that article, we will 
give them a quotation from a book still of great authority among 
them. We lament as much as they can do, that any unworthy 
ministers are lobe found attending on the altars of God ; and w'e 
cannot avoid attaching blame to those governors of the Church 
who may be remiss, (if any such there are,) in exercising the 
powers intrusted to them to the utmost, to purge the temple of 
the Lord from every thing which might have a tendency to cause 
men to despise the sacred offerings : but then, we, at the same 
time, fully agree in sentiment with the late Rev. John Weslev 
and the 26th article of our Church when they tell us, “ that the 
« unworihiness of the Minister hinders not the effect of the sa- 
“ craments in those, who, being properly prepared, duly and 

rightly receive them.” Mr. Wesley’s words are these, as 
quoted from his twelfth discourse on our Lord’s sermon on the 
mount. The validity of the ordinance doth not defiend on the 
“ goodness of him that administers, but on the faithfulness of him 
“ %vho ordained it, ’voho will and doth meet us in his afifiointed xuays, 

“ Even by those nvho are under a curse themselves, God can and doth 
“ give us his blessing, for the bread vohich they broke, we have ex- 
“ perimentally known to be the communion of the body of Christ ; 

“ and the cufi which God blest even by their unhallowed Ups, %vas to 
“ us the communion of the blood Christ. / f 

E i 
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^ a , In the confei'ence sermon it is also said, respecting; Mr. Wes- 
\v ley^s authority. “ We are fully persuaded there is no Church 
** office which he jucli^es expedient for the welfare of the people 
('J “ entrusted to his charge, but, as essential to his station, he has 

^ power 1o ordain.’' 

Here a plenitude of power is attributed to Mr, Wesley, by 
J Dr. Coke, or, it/r. MVs/cy equal to that which Christ 

^ X bestowed upon the apostles : nay in one point of view, equal to 

^ £ that which Christ enjoyed. For the appostles acted not but a- 

greeably to the directions their Lord gave them before he as- 
' s'N cended up on high, when he conversed with them respecting the 

^ $ things of the kingdom of God, and agreeably to the directions 

X given them manilestly and undoubtedly by the holy spirit of 

i 

^ But, as Mr, Wesley’s determi, 2 aiions were to bear down all 
opposiiion to the new plan., so it should appear, that Dr. Coke 
\ expected a declaration of his persuasion w'ould prevent any argn- 

^ inent upon the subject. And, if so, the event proved he was 

^ j J right. For this clause contains, secretly, a doctrine which we 

S believe, few of tl>e Methodists at that lime would have subscri- 

A bedto, although IVI r. Wesley /md determined Siud "Dr . Coke was 

\ ^ Jiilly persuaded, had they beheld it sfript of its covering and ex- 

A - posed to the light. By it, Mr. Wesley’s judgnvent is declared 

infallible, his power in Church matters unliniited ; he may de- 
^ vise Church governments upon new plans, he may institute as 
4 5 ' T many orders in the ministry as he chuses, and mould and fashion 
the church of God as he thinks proper : his own judgment cf 
the expediency of the thing is deemed sufficient authority for 
/X ^ V him to act upon. But, before we can receive this doctrine we 

X must have better proofs of its truth, than any which have yet 

* A i ' been afforded, as we do not esteem ourselves bound to submit 

5 \ either to Mr. Wesley’s determinations, or Dr. Coke’s persuasi- 

1 ons. Nothing less than the evidence of undoubted miracles ra 

^ proof of Mr. W'esley’s having received an apostolic commission 

^ immediately from Christ can justify such a position : for, by his 

V. /Ordination he became invested with no such powers ; and, the 
I ilagrant and frequent violation of his ordination vows, would have 
V justified any bishop in whose diocese he had committed the fault, 
in depriving him. of the exercise of those he did possess. It was 
the lenity of the governors of the Churcli., and not the justice 
hi^ proceedings, which preserved even the exercise of those un- 
to him. This is intimated by one of his biographers, (Dr. Whiter 
/ head,} who attests the mild and conciliating manner in which the 
rulers of the Church conducted themselves towards the leaders 
^ of tire sect. See Whitehead, Vol. 1, p. 200, isfe. 

m,~m^7nong “ the people entrusted to Ms charge.** 




^liargei the following quotation wt|^^e|!5^Ie the lorm a 

very probable conjecture ; nay, I "correct 

mon. It is taken from a note, page ^^nipppfc.0^ js. 

“ There is perhaps no one part of Mr. \^lTlv y^fi vrTinrl iirl more 
“ justly reprehensible than the following :— His avowed object in 
“ establishing his societies in any parish, was, to eall the regular 
minister to a sense of his duty ; and, consequently, when this 
end was answered, he was to withdraw his interference. Some 
** clergymen, who were such zealous advocates for Mr. Wesley s 
principles, that they even attended the conferences of the meet- 
** ing, sensible of the inconvenience attendant upon Mr. Wesley s 
•‘interference, desired him to give up the societies which he 
had formed in their respective parishes, to their care. 1 his 
^ he refused to do; and his plea was, that he could not do iti 
“ and preserve a conscience void of offence towards God and 
man. Mr. Wesley’s letter on the occasion is preserved in 
^ Coke’s Life of IVesley, p. 244.” An extract from that letter t 
now subjoin. 

HELSTON CORNWALL, Sept. I6th, 1757. 
Rev. and Deah Sm» 

Nothing can be more kind than the mentioning to me what 
you think is amiss in my conduct. — — » — — — — 
You say, “ If you believed Mr. Vowler to be a gracious man 
and a gospel minister, why did you not, in justice to your peo^- 
♦* ple> leave them to him.” 

J. M. assured me that Mr. Vowler had a clear conviction of 
.his being reconciled to God. If so, I could not deny his being 
a gracious person. And I heard him preach the true, though 
not the whole gospel. But had it been the whole, there arc se- 
veral reasons why I did not give up the people to him. 1st, No 
one mentioned or intimated such a thing, nor did it once enter 
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parliament have a right to prescribe to what pastor I shotild 
use ? if they prescribe one which / know God has never sent, 
am I obliged to receive him ? if he be sent of God can I re- 
ceive him with a clear conscience till I know he is I and when 
Idoyii /believe my former pastor is more profitable to my soul, 
can 1 leave him without sin ? 



I speak as a fool : bear with me, I am clearly satisfied you have 
more faith, more love, and more of the mind which was in 
Christ than 1 have. But have you more gifs for the work of God ? 
or ?nore Jruit of your labour ? has God owned you more ? I 
would he had a thousand fold I I pray God he may ! have you at 
present more experience of the wisdom of the world and the de- 
vices of satan ? or of the manner and method wherein it plea- 
ses God to counterwork them in this period of his providence \ 
are you sure, that God would add nothing to i/ow, by me ? (be- 
sides what he might add to me by you.) Perhaps when the time 
is slipt out of your hands, when I am no more seen, you may 
wdsh you had not rejected the asristance of even your 

* Aifectionate brother, 

JOHN WEbliEY. 

To the Rev. Mr. Walker, 
in Truro. 

Is no spiritual pride, no mock humility, no egotism to be dis- 
covered in this curious letter ? read and consider it well, and you 
will not long, gentle reader, be ignorant what spirit its author 
was of. 

“ //* he be sent of God^ can I receive him with a clear conscience^ 
« till I know heU?^' to Mr. Wesley and his pretended apostolic 
powers and extraordinary calling, we shall apply Mr. Wesley’s 
own words. It Mr. Wesley hr sent of God, as a new ap>ostle : 
if he be endowed with extraordinary powers: if he be invested 
with an extraordinary commission from heaven, to found new 
Churches upon new plans^ to institute a new ministry and new 
means of grace ; and to overthrow all ancient and apostolic order, 
to make w''ay for his own : can lyf, with a clear conscience receive 
hi7n in tliis capacity, tdl w*e know him to be really such, and to 
have been so commissioned by irrefragable proofs and undoubted 
testimonies, far beyond those, which even mussulmen themselves 
are able to pj-oducein favour of the pretensions of the founder of 
their religion ? No i God forbid. 

Dr. Coke has not been disappointed in his expectation that the 
work he came to America to perform, would be called “ a Schism'* 
It n>u'st be bolli called and regarded as a schism, by all true Epis- 
copalians, so long as the Methodists retain the ministry derived 
from iVir^s VVesley, and until they re-unite themselves on ajX)Sto- 
Ix piincipies with some true and pure Epincopalian church of 
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_ _T the conference which we now speak of, a circu- 
lar letter from Mr. Wesley was published, dated .September 10, 
1784, being the same which he gave to Dr. Coke at the Ume he 
undertook to make him a new-planned bishop. The following ex- 

letter is copied from Coke and More’s 

“ of Wedeyf p. 332. 

rp ^ a September 1 0, 1 784. 

lo Dr. Coke, Mr. Asbury, and our Brethren in North Amer- 
ica. 

By a very uncommon train of providences, many of the pro- 
vinces of North America are totally disjoined from their mother 
country, and erected into independent states. The English gov- 
einment has no authority over them either civil or eccledasticah 
any more than over the states of Holland. A civil authority is 
exercised over them, partly by the Congress, partly hy the pro- 
vincial assemblies. But no one either exercises or claims an/ec- 
clesiastical authority at all. In this peculiar situation some thou- 
sands ot the inhabitants of these states desire my advice ; and in 
compliance with their desii’e, i have drawn up a little sketch. 

ror many years I have been importuned from time to time,(o 
exercise the right of ordaining part of our travelling preachers. 
But I have still refused : not only for peace* sake ; but because I 
was determined, as little as possible to violate the established or- 
der ot the national Church to which I belonged. 

But the case is widely different between England and North A- 
meiica. Here there arc bishops who have a legal jurisdiction. 
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Fn Afnerica there are none neither any parish ministers. So 
that for some hundred miles together, there is none either to 
baptize, or to administer the Lord’s supper. Here therefore my 
scruples are at an end : and I conceive myself at full liberty, as 
I violate no order, and invad^' no man’s right, by appointing and 
sending iaboui'ers into the harvest. 

I have accordingly appointed* Dr. Coke and Mr. Francis As- 
• bury, to be joint superintendents over our brethren in North A- 
merica: as also Richard Whatcoat and Thomas Vasey to act as 
elders among them, by baptizing and administering the Loixi’s 
supper. And I also advise the elders to administer the supper 
of the Lord on every Lord’s day. 

If any one will point out a more rational and scriptural way of 
feeding and guiding those poor sheep in the wilderness, I will 
gladly embrace it. At present I caimot see any better method 
than that I have taken. 

It has indeed been proposed, to desire the English bishops to 
ordain part of our preachers for America. But to this I object, 
1st. I derived the bishop of London to ordain only one ; but could 
not prevail : 2d. If they consented, we know the slowness of their 
proceedings, but tiie matter admits of no delay. 3d. If they would 
ordain them they would likewise expect to govern them. 

And how grievously would this entangle us ? 4th. As our Amer- 
ican brethren are now totally disentangled both from the state, 
^nd from the English hierarchy, we dare not entangle them again, 
either with the one or the other. They are now at full liberty to 
follow the Scriptures and the Primitive Church. And we judge it 
qes't that they should stand fust in that liberty, wherewith God has 
so strangely made them free. 

JOHN WESLEY. 

Before we proceed to our remarks on this letter, it is proper 
to inform our readers, that Dr. Coke has not given the whole of 
what IVir. VVesley wrote in the one he gave him to be printed and 
circulated in xAmerica, but only a mutilated extract. To those 
who have seen it entire and considered it well, the reason why 
the Doctor curtailed it, will be sufficiently apparent. 

“ For many years,” says Mr. Wesley, “ I have been importun- 
« ed from time to time, to exercise the right of ordaining part of 
« our travelling preachers.” 

if “ Right ** — Whence was this right obtained ? I repeat the ques- 
ij tion and answer as before. ...Not from his ordination as a presby- 
/ ter of the Chin ch of England. If it be said he obtained it from 
I heaven; let his credentials be produced. When and where did 
he obtain it ? We cannot in conscience believe Mr. Wesley him- 
self without more proof than his own assertions; neither is the 

y * How cautious ! To use the expression I lave appeinted, instead of I 
have ordained ! 
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persuasion of Dr. Coke sufficient to convince us, who says 
Wesley received his powers in the order of God. 

If I am not misinformed, Mr. Wesley himself during the years 
spoken of, entertained noidea of possesskigany such right, although 
he assumed, in the case of Ja,mes Wheatly, the power of susp«id- 
ing from preaching and practisikg pmtsic 1 1 ! — See il4^/«,p.65. 

“ But I have still refused continues Mr. Wesley, « not only 
“ for peace* sake ; but because I was determined, as little as pos^ 
“ sible, to violate the established order of the national Church to 
‘‘ which I belonged.** 

Mr. Wesley was, like many others, a lover of peace wlien he 
could have his own way, or when he found opposition would be 
unavailing or hurtful to his cause: but there are verv few, if a- 
ny, instances recorded of him, to shew that he was willing to give 
up even the aiuallest trifle where his own importance was con- 
cerned. It would have been full as becoming in him, and far 
more agreeable to his character as a presbyter of the Church of 
England, to. have said, “ I received orders, *tis true, as a presby- 
“ ter, to administer the word and sacraments as the Church and 
^ realm of England receives the same ; but no power did I receive 
“ by my ordination to ordain cither bishops, elders or deacons^ 
“ and I fear, I have rather gone too far in undertaking to com- 
^ mission lay-preachers. I have, therefore, constantly refused to 
“ ordain because I bad no right so to do.** 

A circumstance is I'ecorded by Mr. Myles in his “ Chronologi- 
cal History of the Methodists :*’ which shews, that Mr. Wesley 
had no idea of the right of presbyters to ordain ; otherwise, he 
would not have applied to £rasmus, Biahop. of Arcadia in CretCj 
when in London, to ordain Dr. Jones. The account of which 
circumstance, with remarks thereon, will be found in the ap- 
pendix, No. 3. 

But Mr. Wesley says, “ he was determined to violate as little 

as possible, the established order of the national Church tot 
“ which he belonged.** 

Should a servant in a well furnished house, bring in a number of 
persons to assist him in taking away every thing it contamed, and 
they should strip it bare, though by degrees ; we should not thmk 
it a sufficient excuse to exculpate him from the two-fold guilt of 
breach of trust and theft, was he to say, “ I only brought in those 
“ people to help me, I took away as little as fwssihle ; not a single 
“ article but what I found expedient for me to take, and what I 
^^felt I wanted. I am exceedingly attached to my master*s house- 
“ hold, I love his children, 1 venerate his regulations, i would not 
“ injure his interest for the world ; but then Duty — Duty to a 
“ superior master, my own infallible judgment, teaches me, that 
“ not to gratify my own feelings and inclinations^ which are always 
‘‘ in favour of my beloved master, would be unpurdouable. J*n- 
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i; ** deed, it was my love for my master’s furniture which caused 

I! « me to act thus ; and, 1 loved the iurniture, merely for my mas- 

j ter*s sake.’* 

In some respects, the case of Mr. Wesley was similar to this. 

I He was placed in the Church as a guard and preserver of estab- 

’ lished order ; and had solemnly promised at the altar of God, 

(not erected in a /irivate chamber^) faithfully to perform this ser- 
!' vice ; yet he caused it to be violated wherever he went, and took 

every opportunity of enticing others to do the same. By his or- 
|j, dlnation he engaged to exercise his ministry in subordination to 

his bishop and other chief ministers, whicHby the divine inslitu- 
t tions, the polity of the Church, and the laws of his coiiptry, were 

I set over him, following with a ready mind tlieir godly admoni- 

tions. Yet to these admonitions, contempt alone was returned. 
To the Church he was ever professii>g his attachment, and yet, 
from a very early period of his ministry to the close of a long life; 
he was violatiiig her ordei\ in one point or ai>otl>er, till there was 
scarcely one point left, which he had notrviolated. He not only 
violated points of order, but mutilated some articles of her faith, 

I and rejected others, in toto : he new moulded her worship and in- 

vaded the exclusive light of the highest order of her ministry. 
-In this last point he violated the laws of the Catholic or univer- 
sal Church of Christ, as well as those o.f that particular branck 
thereof, to which he belonged. Had Mr. Wesley found, that he 
|i oould not, with a dear conscience, obey the laws and orders of 

l| the Church to which he belonged ; he ought to have quitted her 

‘ communion ; we might then have esteemed him a man of since- 

rity and integrity though mistaken : but these frequent, and 
warmly expressed, professions of attachment to the Church, 
whilst violating every order of the Church ; seem to imply a very 
p high degree of spiritual pride, cunning, artifice, and sinister de- 

«gn. 

p We might trace the similitude still farther, but it sufficeth to 

|: say, that Mr. Wesley violated every order which stood in his 

;! way, and then said, “ I was determined to violate them as little 

j as possible” III — 

In fine. It appears that feelings and inclinations were the point- 
' ers-out of duty to Mr. Wesley, who certainly had a great ambi- 

tion to be esteemed “ some great one^' since he declared his as- 
tonishment that Bengelius could have assigned the year 1836, for 
the conversion of all nations to the faith of Christ, because, hq 
must have heard of his preaching I See HamiisorCs Life of Wes- 
ley, 4 . What an excessive vanity, the founder of Me- 

thodism must have possessed, who unbhishingly could thus un- 
dertake to become the Herald of his own fame I for my own part, 
I must confess, that I am inclined to think Mr. Wesley’s flagrant 
liolation of oi i».er more calculated to bring about that state of 




41 



things Sir Walter Raleigh speaks of, When,” says he, “ alj 
order, discipline, and Church government, shall be left to new- 
ness of opinion, and men’s fancies ; soon after, as many kinds 
of religion will spring up, as there are Parish Churches witl - 
« in England ; every contentious and ignorant person, clothing 
his fancy witli the Bfiirit of God, and his imagination with th§ 
w gift of revelation ; insomuch as when the truth, which is but 
f‘ one, shall appear, to the simple multitude, no less variable than 
contrary to itself, the faith of men will soon after the away by 
degrees, and all religion be held in scorn and contempt.” See 
fiist. of the World, b. 2, c, 5, ^ec, 1. 

The subject of the nei^t two paragraphs of the circular letter 
has already been considered, when speaking of the situation of 
the Methodists in America, before the p*ace, and the chamber 
Ordinations in the city pf Bristol. 

“If any one will point out a more rational and scriptural way,’* 
and it suits xoitl} my pwn feelings and inclinations, he should 
have added : “ of feeding and guiding those poor sheep in Ih^ 
“ wilderness, I will readily embrace it. At present I cannpt sef^ 
P any better method than that I have taken.** 

Love qf an extensive influence and dominion, seems to have 
bewildered Mr. Wesley’s understanding on this occasion, howr 
ever infallible and under the immediate influence of divine direc- 
tion he might esteeni it : or else be was of the number qf those 
concerning whom it is said “ None are sp blind as they who will 
f‘ not see.” Was Mr. Wesley in the land of the living, we might 
thus address him : “ Why did you npt advise with ypur old and 
“ approved friend and brother, the Rev. Charles Wesley. He 
was in Bristol at your elbow. What had he done to forfeit your 
“ confidence and affections ? Was he deficient in offering up in? 
“ cense on the altar you had erected to your own vanity ? Did he 
“ presume to think you were not endowed with an extraordinary 
“ commission, nqr invested with the plenitude of apostolic pow- 
“ er ? Did he dare to suggest that your inspiratipn was only or- 
“ dinary, and that you possessed no more antfionty ip thp church 
“ of God than what every truly ordained presbyter possesses? 
“ Or did you think that God had sp far forgotten his promise 
to his church, that he would suffer those poor sheep in the 
wilderness to perish with hunger, unless you violated his or- 
ders to feed tliem ? ypu had great faith sqmetimes, Mr, 
“ Wesley, about very childish things ; but now yoUr faith 
f* very sipstll indeed, even in a very important case tg which the 
“ promise of God is made. You were unwilling to let patience 
“ have her perfect work, or tp wait the time when God would be 
“ pleased to visit his flock according to his word. But, most 
f‘ probably, you was afraid that if you did not make haste to 
“ constitute yourself their afiostle and bishofi, and get them intp 
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** your po‘i&er^ some other pastors might be sent with dearer 
testimonies of their Hght to guide and feed them^ than any you 
“ had received, or had poiaer to bestow. And 'tis more than mere- 
ly probable you had received some intimation of this, for it was 
“ Well known that Dr. Seabury bad been nigh two years in Eng- 
“ land to solicit episcopal consecration ; and, owing to some 
“ legal difficulties, which prevented his obtaining it, was on the 
‘‘ point of setting out for Scotland to be consecrated there, when 
you undertook to make Dr. Coke what you was pleased to call 
“ a bishop. These circumstances we will venture to say, were 
not unknown to you, since we are certain from your brother 
Charles’s letter to Dr. Chandler, that he was apprized thereof.” 
“ The best course you could have taken, both for the sake of 
“ peace and order, in m^ humble opinion, would have been to have 
exhorted your American brethren to wait a little longer with pa- 
“ fience, to have informed them that relief in & regular and apos- 
“ toHc mode was, most probably, not far distant ; and, that in the 
“ mean time, if they would diligently improve what opportuni- 
‘‘ ties they had of exercising their religion, both in public and 
“ private ; God woiild bless them, and bestow on them all need- 
“ ful blessing of grace, wV/towr their partaking of the ordinances, 
“ since in his divine providence he had permitted them to be pla- 
“ ced in a situation where they could not regularly and validly 
‘‘ obtain them. This way of acting, however, would not have 
acquired for you the honor of becoming bishop maker, nor of 
founding new Churches on new plans. Yes, Mr. Wesley, you 
seem to have been long convinced, as one of your biographers 
intimates, that had you been content to have exercised your 
ministry in conformity to your most solemn ordination vows, 
“ though you might have been admired as a scholar and a man, you 
could never have expected to have ranked with the apostles.**—.* 
See Coke’s IJfc of IVesley, p. 81. 

“ In fine, Mr. W esley, you had forgot what your brother 
“ Samuel once read in a letter wrote by you to him. He that took 
care of the poor sheefi before you was bom, will not forget them 
‘‘ ivhen you are dead.** 

The next and last partof the circular letter, contains Mr. Wes- 
ley’s reasons why he did not apply to the English bishops to or- 
dain some of the travelling preachers for America. 

^ 1st. 1 desired the bishop of London, to ordain only one ; but 
‘‘ could not prevail.” 

This one was a person who wished to go as chaplain in lord 
Cornwallis’s army to America. How we came to kno^’ this par- 
ticular, may be seen in the Appendix, No. 1. Mr. Wesley had 
assumed for a Jong time both an ecclesiastical and medical supre 
macy, no'wit would seem as if he thought he had a right to as- 
sume cinJ powers also, and apjnjint who should be chaplains td ar- 




inics \ If that person had been presented to the o^Bce by the pro* 
per authority, there is no doubt, but tiiat the bishop would have 
ordained. hini, had he found him, upon examination, properly 
<|ualified, of which, he, as the oi'dainer, was to be the judge, not 
Mr. Wesley. 

‘‘ 2d. If they consented, we know the slowness of their pro- 
** ceedings i but the matter admits of no delay,” 

It was a part of the advice of St, Paul to I'iihoth’y, and conse- 
quently, to all bishops, to (ay IiundB suddenly on no man*' And 
certainly Mr. Wesley ought not to have blamed the bishops for 
slowness in so important a matter, particularly, when in so do- 
ing, they w’ere acung agreeably to the directions given them in 
holy scripture. 

Had the bishop of Londonderry observed this apostolic adtice 
in the case of Mr. Maxfield ; and had desisted altogether from 
ordaining him, notwithstanding the solicitations of Mr. Wesley 
or any other person ; he would have saved Mr. Wesley from a 
vast deal of trouble, and the cause of Methodism from much 
disgrace. 

1 would recommend it to the American Methodists, to peruse 
with attention the case of Mr. Maxfield. It is stated at full by 
Coke in the q/* Wesley, f:, 2G0 to 267, 

“ But the matter admits of no delay.” What ! were the or- 
dinances so essentially necessary to salvation, that in no possible 
case salvation might be obtained without them ? surely Mr, 
Wesley held not such doctrine. But whether he did or did not» 
he ought to have considered that ordinances administered by 
those w^hout authority could have been obtained in America at 
any time, ivithout his troubling himself to ordain Wfiatcoat, 
Vasey and Coke, and exposing them to the danger of a sea voy- 
age of three thousand miles for that purpose : and also, that or- 
dinances so administered are null, void and sacrilegious. 
ought likewise to have known, that the persons whom he ordain- 
ed were not ministers according to Christ’s appointment, but on- 
ly of his own : and that, whatever other sects might think of the 
matter, he was imposing a spurious episcofmey and ministry upon 
his American brethren who as well as himself professed to be- 
lieve the Episcopalian form of Church government be the most 
ejcccllcnt, and, consequently, the most apostolic. No material 
mischief could have ru’isen from a little longer delay. But, by 
this over haste, a schism hks been created wliich seems to be re- 
solved to introduce all the abominations of all ancient and mo- 
dern heresies combined. 

But the real meaning couched in these words, this matter ad^ 



“ mils no delay ;** appears to me, from a consideration of all cir- 



cumstances, to be this. A separation and an independent Church 
was resolved upon, presbytery for several reasons would not an- 
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swcr (6t the govcrhitient intended for this Chiitfch. Episto|3att 
was to be declared the inost excellent for two reasons, becabse it 
was the best adapted to the piirpose designed, and, because a con- 
siderable majority of the people were both from habit and edu^ 
cation attached to Episcopacy : I mean, of those peopl^whp' 

were to form the new Churcfu Mr. Wesley’s determinations 
were expected to carry convictionwiih them, and his reputation for 
holirid^s was to Supply all deficiences of power in himself, and to 
excuse his assumptlbh of episcopacy. All this seems to have been 
determined and reckoned upon. But delay might have ruined all, 
and blasted Wesley and his episcopacy for ever» It was necessa* 
ry that the fctlse bithofis should gain a footing before the true Ones 
appeared. For bishop .Seabury htid, the month before the sepa- 
rating conference sat dt Baltimore, received consecration from 
three Scotch bishops : and it was expected that though his appli^ 
Nation in England had failed, that another froii>a different part of 
the states would prove nriore successful, and, that permission would 
be given by parliament to the English bishops to consecrate bish-» 
ops for some of the middle or southern states. These bishops 
would have been very generally recognized by the Methodists, 
theit veneration for Mr. Wesley would have gradually decreased^ 
and all he had hitherto done to get his name immortalized ai 
the apostle of the eighteenth century would have dwindled into 
iiothing. This is my real opinion of the matter, but I press this 
opinion on no one ; let every one consider for himself and form 
his own opinion. 

I know that many persons will be shocked at ihy making so 
free with Mr. Wesley character : since by his followers, he is 
called that “ Wonderful man of God^** that “ man raised up. by 
“ God*' messenger of God^** some hare called him an “ c* 
“ postle of God^ and others have gone so far as to teach that he 
w'as prophesied of, by St. John in the revelations, and seen by 
him, under tlie appearance of an angel flying through the midst 
of heaven. But if he really was all this, his conduct becomes the 
more proper subject of investigatidn, in order that from the dis- 
covery of the reality of his claims, we may be the more inclined 
to bestow upon him, that veneration which would then be his due. 
As I, however, neither esteem him an angel nor an apostle, 1 hold 
myself at full liberty to examine into his conduct, with the same 
freedom, and to judge of his motives from his public actions and 
sayings ; as J would of those of any other public and celebrated 
character. With his private life I presume not to meddle. I 
view him only in the capacity of a founder of a new sect. “ Sd, 
“• If they Would ordain them now, they would expect to govern 
them. And how grievously would this entangle us.” 

They would expect to govern them.” Aye, there’s the rub. 
— But why should Mr. Wesley entertain any alarm on that ac- 
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lioiint ? he had by his own example taught them far different ^ 
conduct, than to submit to bishops because they had ordained . 
them whatever those bishops might expect ; they had only to f 
fi&y they were inspired to break order, that .they had certain feel- 
incra and inclinations^ and that a sense of duty forbade them to ^ 
hey the laws and governors of the Church : and this, from his 
example, would absolve them from every prior Obligation. I ex- 
pect, however, that the real fear was, that, if the English bishops 
had ordained them, Mr. Wesley w'ouldJiav^Jiad^^Qi^^ 
in governing them. /He~could not'TEeiriTave^nt tHem^ 

nor have suspended them at his will, either front 
'^eacliiTTg, or practising physic. Their continuance under his di- 
rection would then hare depended as much on their will and A 
pleasure as on his : and a dissolution of the connection between f 
them, would not have been followed by a deprivation of their mi-i 
nisterial powers. This the father and monarch of Methodism, 
who was “ resolute and determined” in every thing he took in 
hand, St, “ whose mind none coiild’* in his earlier days, “ change, 

“ but he that made it,'* as his brother Samuel writes ; could not 7 
J)ossibly brook : no nieans, therefore, remained, to prevent thi^ 
but for him to ordain them himself. He did so, as w’e have sceh, 
in the city of Bristol, but in a smuggling like manner : and now, 
forsooth, his spurious brood of hew fangled bishops, elders and 
deacons are inflamed with fierce rage and anger, at all true Epis- 
copalians, for not renouncing their principles, in order to salute 
them, as their rightful and valid teachers in the Church of God. 

“ It seems to have been the general opinion,” says Hampsony 
Vol. 3 p. 23, “ that Mr* Wesley had determined, while at Ox* 

“ ford, to place himself at the head of a sect.” He then goes 
on to mention several circumstances of Mr. Wesley, which con- 
curred “ to confirm many in this opinion.” Mr. Hampson does 
not subscribe to it himself ; but, as he asserts, that the great de-* 
feet of Mr. Wesley’s character was the love of poioer ; and as 
he proves with what perseverance he sought, and wdth what ob* 
stinacy he maintained the right of governing his sect absolutely y 
we still shall be inclined to think that ambition might be, and re^ 
ally was, a motive, others perhaps, concurring with Mr. VVesley 
to form a new Church in America, upon a new plan of his own 
invention. See Hampsony Vol. 3 p. 202. 

“ Ambition,” says JVbtty in a note fi. SOT, and the love of ah* 

“ solute power in governing his sect, seems to have been a mo- 
“ tive which operated much more strongley in Mr. Wesley than 
“ in Mr. Whitefield. It is in reference therefore to him partL- 
“ cularly, that the following observation, I presume, was made. 

Since the establishment of the Jesuits, we cannot meet with 
“ an instance of such a vast body, as that of the Methodists, 

“ managed with so much dexterity, and yielding so complete 
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obedience to the ivill of one man. See a review of the foHcy^ 
« doctrines^ and morals of the Methodiusy /?. 2. To prove that 
“ this is not an exaggerated account. See IVhitehead, Vol. 2, 
474. Where he shen^ in what manner Mr. Wesley, by cxcr* 
« cisitig^hls power IV fdch was absolute^ could like a mighty torrent, 
« gathering strength in its progress ; influence the opinions of 
between 4 & 500,000 people, on any important occasion^ which 
might either concern the societies> or the nation at larffe.** The 
same system is carried on, and with nearly the same success, by 
the present leaders of Mr. Wesley’s Church in America. The 
system is somewhat similar to that of Weishaupt, and deserves 
the name of ^ illumination for the ^eli disposed.” 

As I have suggested that Mr. Wesley seems to have been in- 
fluenced by Vanity and spiritual pride, in many of his proceed- 
ings : that I may not be accus^ of attacking his character, 
without authoiity, I will present the reader wth the following 
extract from the fifth sermon of Geo. Fred. Piott^ B. D. on reli- 
gious enthusiasm. And if the sniallest spark of candor remains 
in the breast, the most rigid Methodist must confess, on the pe- 
rusal of it ; that Mr. W eslcy was guilty, in a very high degred 
indeed, of the crimes we have allcclged agunst him. 

“ If more positive proof than deductions such as these, be re- 
“ quired, we may ask, and let every one answer the question im- 
partially for himself, whether it be likely that more positive 
proof can ever be expected ? each enthusiast, no doubt, will 
“ think that he is worthy to receive the distinction which he fan- 
“ cies he has obtained. It Vs not to be expected, however, that 
any one, in whom the rational faculties remain entire, should 
“ so far forget all humility, should so entirely overlook the sinful- 
‘‘ ness of human nature, as to assert, that he grounded his belief 
in the reality of his mission, upon the conviction that the al- 
mighty could not have selected a more fit person, on M hom to 
“ confer it. If holy David is known to have said, who am /, 

** Lord God^ that thou shoulcPst bestow upon me the promuc \f the 
kingdom ? If he, who was miraculously called to deliver the 
children of Israel, should exclaim, wAo am /, that I should bring 
<* them forth ? It seems in no shape probable, that any one could 
ever arrogate to himself a peculiar fitness to I'cceive a divine 
“ commission: were he to do sc, this would doubtless be consi- 
^ dered as a decisive proof both of his enthusiasm, and the cause 
which had produced it : but is this a proof which can ever rea- 
“ sonabiy be expected ? certainly not. Yet even this pixiof has 
been afforded us” — by Mr. Wesley. ReadAhe following quo- 
tation from Mr. Weslex/s 3c? appeal., p. 114, et seq. Head, and as- 
tonishment will seize you at the sight of such unparralleled ar- 
rogance. 
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w I knovf** he says, that the f&tahJhhment of auY commurncm 
“ may be ofijiosed^ because many of its teachers are ref iiUed badj-^ 
but nvith regard to myself the •aisdom o f God has guarded against 
“ this firetence in a remarkable manner** 

Then enumerating the particulars of his life, be says, “ What 
M a surprising apparatus of providence is here / luhat person could 
have been less liable to objection than myself, whom the Al- 
MIGHTY HATH EMPLOYED I indeed^ I cannot devise ivhat man^ 
“ ner of man could have been more unexceptionable on all accounts^ 
“ I see not •what God csuld have done more in this resjiect^ xehich h6 
“ hath not done ; nor •what instrzatient he could have employed m 
“ such a nvork, less liable to exception f Thus far Mr. Wesley. 

“ How would the spirit of St. Paul have glowed with indigna- 
«< tion could he have heard such sentiments as these i how 
would he have abhorred hiinself could he ever have been indu* 
ced to employ a language so presumptuous 1 and yet, if ever 
any person, surely he might have had occasion to glory. His 
‘‘ revelations were more abundant than those his fellow iaborers 
“ enjoyed. His call to the ministry was, in one inspect, even 
“ more immediately from God, than that which the other spos- 
ties received. The I»vrity of his intentions, was uiiimpeached. 
His zeal, his sufferings, lus patience were unexampled. Yet 
“ all this was so far from «iggesting to his mind that he was the- 
y fittest i>erson that could have been ^selected to perform the 
“ work assigned to him, that his unassuming spirit was filled with 
“ wonder and self-abasement, when lie contemplated the ama- 
“ zing love of his heavenly master, in condescending to employ 
** an instrument, so weak, and so unworthy..** 

The next thing we sluall notice, as having taken place at this 
conference, is the ordination business. Let us therefore now at- 
tend to the twice making of a Methodist or Presbyterian bishop, 
in order that he might be imposed on Episcopalians as a bishop 
ori^e truly made so, 

1 have adopted this mode of speaking in allusion to the at- 
tempts of certain persons to prove the validity of Methodist Epis- 
pacy from Presbyterian principles. These persons say, “ bishop 
and presbyter are one and the same order. Mr. Wesley •was a 
“ bishop^ because he xeas a presbyter. Jlnd the Methodist Church 
“ being governed by a presbyter ^ who by being so is also a bishops 
** has a right to call herself an lipiscopal Church.** But to pro- 
ceed.— 

Dr. Coke invested with all the powers Mr. ^VesIeY could give 
him for the purpose, appears as the apostle of a new sort of apos* 
ties, and elevated, no doubt, a little higher tlian his natural size, 
begins that /lecwAar work he had crossed the Atlantic to perform, 
viz. “ to rend the body of Christ f as he in union w ith Mr. Ma- 
ther was pleased to call Mr. Hammet’s schism. This piece of 
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-parchmeTit, (an indignity to which, he so severely punished in 
flie person of Mr. Jarret, by gibbiting him in his Journal,) we 
presume, was laid on the table, (soon to be yclep’d “ (Jn altar,** 
^as the “ meeting housd** was to be transformed into “ a Church ;**) 
signed and sealed by the self created apostle and bishop, John, 
the father of the plan now to be put in execution. Francis with 
solemn pace advances, and soon becomes a new fashioned kind 
of deacon. A short lime intervenes and Francis again appears 
'before the little Doctor, who with his t\vo assistants, quickly acv 
gomplish the making of him a ncHy derised elder, or presbyter, 
®r bishofi according to the arguments of many Methodists, no\^ 
adays ; but, as these Presbyterian kind of bishops w ould not an- 
swer even for Methodists in those days, it was found needful for 
Francis to pass through a third ceremony, and be again dubbM 
lo something more, in appearance, of power and title, than what 
he had before received, so that the gaping croud might think him 
truly a bishop, because John Wesley had said he shoujd be so, 
and because Ur. Coke had thrice, Messrs. Whatcoat and Vaset 
twice, and Mr. Otterbine once, hiid their hands upon him : but, 
as Mr. Wesley was no bishop. Dr. Coke was none: and there- 
fore, a thousand oi'dinations from such ordainers, were no better 
than one ; and Francis was as good a bishop in the opinion of alj 
true Episcopalians before Dr. Coke had laid his hands upon him 
at all, as he was after he had thrice done it. If the Presbyterif 
‘ans are willing to esteem him as one their kind of presbyters of 
'bishops, 1 am satisfied they should so esteem him ; but both 
they ,&the Methodists, should knoiv,that honesty requires us not 
to remove our neighbour’s landrmark ; therefore, if Methodist 
bishop means no more than a Presbyterian presbyter, let the 
Methodists tell us so at once, and not seek to confound and des.? 
troy all antient and universally received principles, in order that, 
in the confusion, they may pass for what they have not the smalls 
est pretension to. 

But the fact is, that it was not intended, to be esteemed a Pres- 
byterian ordination, but an Episcopalian one ; and this Presbyteri- 
an plea, we are confident, was only meant as a reserve, that in 
case, it should ever be examined, and proved not Episcopal, it 
might find shelter under Presbyterian principles. But, to at- 
tempt to defend it on those principles, while it retains the name 
* of Episcopal, while the body which receives it, calls itself an E- 
piscopal Church, and while that same body solemnly declares 
the Episcopalian form of Church government to be the most exr 
’ cclU'Tit ; is paltry quibbling, and fdtijul subterfuge. Had it not 
been for the officious inti'usion of a Presbyterian, who signed himr 
seif, “ cm observer,” during the Easton controversy, these re- 
flections of Presbyterianism might have been dispensed with, as 
1 have not the smallest design to irritate the feelings of that body 
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of mistaken, as I believe y but, as I also believe^ respectable body 
of men. Nevertheless, if even theij, with their new auxiliaries^, 
the Methodists, should feel themselves inclined to attack Epis- 
copalianism, we are under no kind of apprehension respeciin^ 
the result of the contest. 

. But the question is not at present what was the original mode 
of ordination and Church government : therefore it is unneces-* 



rity among the clergy. For nigh fifteen hundred years, at least, 
the whole Christian world was episcopal ; and, since the reforma- 
tion, all sects of Christians have knpwn what was meant by the 
word E/iisco/iac^y and what by the word Presbytery. There are 
different and distinct ideas annexed to* these words ; and I trust 
will continue to be, whatever attempts the Methodists, or others, 
may make to confound them, in order, no doubt, to answer 
some certani purpose, not openly declared. 

The Presbyterians, it is well known, acknowledge but one pr- | 

dcr in the ministry of the w'ord and sacraments ; and assert that \ 

all such ministers are equal in power and authority. The Epis- ^ I 

copalians acknowledge three orders, of which the highest alope \ 
has the power to ordain, and Which is called the order of bishop* ' 

Bishops are believed by Episcopalians to have succeeded to th® 
apostles in the government of the Church, and to haVe transmit- 
ted their authority down to those who at present hold that oflice, 
and who, as successors of the apostles, are superior to, and dis- 
tinct frdm presbyters ; or even those, who are said, by some per- 
sons to have lieen called, in the apostolic age, bishops or presby- 
ters indiscriminately. Now as all the ordinations of the Metho- 
dists are derived from Mr. Wesley, who was only an Episcopa- 
Uan presbyter, it is manisest. that those ordinations are null on ^ 
Episcopalian principles : and^Ti^ngtiQ true EpiscopalTan or-- / 
ders, they can have no claim to the title of an Episcopal Church, 
more than the Quakers have while retaining their present sys- I 
tern : unless we may except that right which the civil constitu- ) 
tion has tacitly given them of calling themselves what they please. { 

But, if they think this privilege sufficient to constitute them a 
true Episcopalian Church of Christ, they have left not only true 
Episcopacy, but Presbytery also, and have gone over to a new 
modification of Erastianism. 

But it seems Wesley had determined the point, Coke professed 
to be fully persuaded of it, Asbury accepted of it, and the pliant 
conference declared themselves satisfied with it ; and also, that 

G 




sary for us now to enquire whether the woixls and prtsh^ 

ter were indiscriminately used in the first century or not ffio*" 
I will bvi bold to say, that if they were, when applied to the sc» 
cond Older in the ministry, they were not so used, wlien the first 
order was fpviken of. It is also far from being needful, on this 
occasion, to examine tlie pretensions of the advocates for a na- 






tlrey were fully convinced of the validity’ of this cunous kind of^ 
so called, Epi^opal ordination : and did unanimously receive 
Thomas Coke and Francis Asbury as their bishops ’ 

Thus a complete separation was accomplished and a schism 
organized, not only from the Protestant Episcopal Church of 
England in America, but from all true Episcopal Churches in 
the world. It is a vain excuse to say, as a writer says in the 
publican Star, ISth Mv. 1806, printed at Easton Maryland, that 
at that lime there was no Church of England inAmerica to sepa- 
rate from. It is indeed true that by the revolution, that part of the 
Church which was in America, became absolved from all those ci- 
vil obligations, & was freed from all those accidental circumstan- 
ces attending upon the same Church in England in consequence 
of the close connection between Church and state; yet did she not 
cease to be still a part of the same Church, and even now is m 
union and communion with her m all spiritual concerns. Nor 
did the Methodists kthe time of holding their separating confer- 
ence suppose, that the revolution had made any change in the 
Church, more than in name and temporal situation ; for in the 
3d section of the Methodist book of discipline, speaking of the 
Church of England, the conference uses the following words, 
“ We fear the same spirit will lead the same Church/Aow^A air 
« tered in name,'* life. *Tis true, this passage is left out in some 
of the last eefilions ; for the Methodists are in the habit of ad- 
ding and diminishing as tlK;y find convenient and serviceable to 
their cause ; but its having been inserted in even one authorised 
edition, is sufficient to convict that writer of a cavilling dispositi- 
on, and to prove the absurdity of his excuse for schism,yihtTi he 

said for that purpose, “ That the Methodist Church was older 
by five years than the Protestant Episcopal Church, and that, 
« vvhen the Methodist Church was formed they had never heard 
« of such a Church ! ! I” O schism I to what pitiful shifts artthou 
©ft reduced i 

Scarcely less pitiful was the answer Mr. Wesley gave on * 
certain occaaon mentioned by the Rev. Mr. Jones in his Ufe of 
bishop Home. He tells us, that a gentleman was sent to Mr. 
Wesley to enquire of him, whether he had really undertaken to 
consecrate Dr. Coke, and send him to America ? Mr. W csiey 
renlied, he had ; and assigned as a reason, that he had done it 
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jerking Methodists; and Methpdlslkal workers of the 
tery of disorder and disorganization among all dendraihalionsot 
jChristians ; Methodist Episcopalians, ^ called,.; not excepted. 

I should imagine, the Methodists must be convinced that 
Presbyterian grounds of defence will hot answer for them ; or 
be at all available to prove, the vali^ty of their Episcopacy : t 
expeft they will resort next to P,hoct>Us’s principles, and rest it 
on the asserted inspired apostleship of ,ldhn, Wesley ahd his pre- 
tended extraordinary calling. Before they do this, I would wish 
them to reflect a little, and consider what will be the consequen- 
ces of taking up such piinciples of defence. For, if there be 
any mode of determining that a man is not inspired of God, that 
inode when applied to the Rev. Messrs. WeMey and Whitefield, 
will, prove them neither to have been im/iired of God, npr extra- 
ordtuarily coimni8hioned\xf ,, * 

E^ch of these gentlemen claimed to himself^ ahd their follow- 
ers for them, a divine and extraordinary call from heaven to evan- 
gelize. And for many years each acknpwledged the divine call 
of the other. But at length a diversity of iiuerost piwluced a 
<Uve;Vsity of calls. John was expressly commanded by God, if 
John was inspired, to preach against George George was 

expressly commanded by God, if G.^brge was inspired,to preach 
against John. Here was inspifat^oh agplnst Inspiration, and call 
against call. That this is pot an exaggerated qr unfair statement 
Ahe following quotations will abundantly testify. 

Mr, Whitefie^ says in his letters, Jitas ! Iiiever read any 
tfdng that Calvin, vfrote j\my doctHriea 1 had from Christ and hia 
a/iostles ; I tfiught them of God^ Ag2un— Ip his account 
of God’s ..dealings, p. 34— He say The holy ‘spirit from 
tlpie to time has le^ me in tp the, knowledge of divine things, 
and I have been directed, by reading the scriptures and watch- 
ing upon ipy knees, evep in mirmtest eircumslanceay as plain* 
ly as the Jews were, when coh^lting the Urim and Thunimim 
« at the High Priest’s breast.” . _ 

And also— “ Election is a doctrine, which I thought and do 
“ now believe, was taught me of God.” X-See QiUie'a Lifebf Whiter 
Heldyfi.GZA . 

Mr. Wesley also asserted as may be seen in the Gentleman’s- 
Magazine, Vol. 1 1, p. 322. “ That he had in immediate caH from’ 
“ God to preach and publish to the world, that Mr. Whitefield’s 
“ doctrine is highly injurious to Christ.” • 

“ To detail the manner in which these two preten^WIy inspi--^ 
« red men conducted themselves when they separatedi. would be 
“ to wound all sensibility ; each professedly preaching a differ— 
“ ent gospel. They indeed describe themselves, as consulting 
“ the Almighty in a manner equally puerile and superstitious ; - 
such as by a mode similar to the Sortea. Virgitiant: they ac— 



“ case God of having deceived them,'vhen events turned riot oifl 
* as they imagined their lot had decided,! in terms ijolh impioili 
and tineqm vocal ; and they are guilty of such deliberate lalse- 
‘‘ hood, a$ no one could have' been! who was really guided b}" the 
** HolyGhosti and filled^as they declared themselves to have beeii; 
>vith God. Nor do we > need , to insist on the bitter wraihi 
stiife and fierce disSenhohS bi^tWeen them.* Let its attend sole- 
ly to the statement of the case. We are solernnly assured by 
“ two nieh, that thy tyere each sent to preach the pure gofpel cT 
‘‘ salvation by the inimecllate Callof the Almighty. We fir.d how- 
“ evei’j that Vbey not only contradicted each other, but that each 
“ considered himself as commanded by the Almighty to oj)pose 
“ the doctrine which the other laughl. Orte of them, therefore 
“ must hate been under the influence ol delusion. But when we 
^‘ ,find that neither of them was consistent with himself, t when 
“ we discover that though they‘ affirmed that they h^d been di- 
vinely instructed what to teach, they nevertheless both of them 
“ profe^ssed one day, doctfines which they disclaimed and centro- 
% verted’ on, the next ; we have no alternative but to determine 
tha Uhey^ were both alike deluded by the enthusiastic spirit,*^ 
V , jN-pW whatever evidences might be produced in favor of Mr. 
Wesl^s divine a mission and erfevation to the 

^positofatel the same may be produced in favor of Mr. White- 
iieUrs : ami yet, ih^t he yvas deluded in the manner wt suppose : 
we have his o%vn‘ unequivocal confession to prbve. See his works 
Vo|. 4 , p. ,243. * In which . are the following express and un- 
.amblguous words : “ 1 do confess that imagination, has mixed ii- 
^If with tluTwork l haVe performed : 1 own too, that J have 
made impressions witKbut the written w ord my Tuie of act- 
• I have been top bitter in mv zeal ; wildfire has mixe'd 
“ w ith it : and 1 find J have frequently w ritten and spoken too 
“ much in my own spirit, when I tliought I w as w riting and 
speaking entirely by the assistance of the spirit of God.^'. 



•* Consult' WhitefieW’s Worlcs, Vol. 4, p."53. Wedcy*»iburth Joifrnal, 
p. 59. Gent. Mag. ; V®}. .Ilf p..321.ajid Coke’s-lUife of IVedey p’s. ITl, 
172; 173. Whitehead, Vol. 1, p. 206. Nott’s Sermons, p,^7 et seq. 
I he ch^^e of falshood is coufued to Me. Whitefirld, and pro»^ed ag^i’mst 
him by the Rev. Mr. Well, whose letter is preserved in Gent. Mag. Vol. 
11. p '321. . ^ 1 ., ... 

f For proof- that Mr. W’esley was not ; See his note cm 1st. Gor 14th 
chap. 32d verse, and compare it with the 8th paragraph of, his Sennoii on 
Bnthusiastn. Instances of the like nature, are too, numerous in his works 
to be specified on tfiis cccasion : But there is one 1 cannot omit— Mr. W es- 
!ey- in JPr^ce to hU “ The condition of our acceptance wi.h 

“ God is hot our holiness, cither of lieart or life, but faith alone : Fai li as 
*• from holiness, as well as from good w'orks.” But, 

in serin on on Xphes. 2 c. 8 verse he says^**^ We speak' of a faith, which 

“ neccssW'iiy iaclushe of all good voorks, and all holinfss.*^ G^?nt. Mag. 
Vol. 9, p. 358. Noti’s Sermons in the notes, p. 246. Tucker's history, p. 
31, et seq. 
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JVre Ifiese cledarations such as are conastent with the' chaise* 
tferdf a man \Vho*Was filktl with trie' Hply Ghost ? of one who 
tafJked with God/ aS he assures us he had done,- as a man with his 
friend ? Wlio was confident that the bkssed Jesus was ever pre- 
sent with him, and dwelt continually in his Soul? Sep lVhU^eld*8 
tmd 229, Kott'a Sermons^ p» 253— Unquesti- 
onably tnty are hot : and what is the inference to be drawn in 
consequence let us fer a moment suppose the apostles had been 
Called upon toU’econsider their conduct. Would ihey have been 
obliged to own, that, even in one single occasion, they had bfeen 
deluded the force of imagination ? far, very far different 
would IraVe been their language. They would have asserted^ 
that they had at all times spoken the words of truth and sober- 
ness : an^l they' would have confidently referred us'to their wri- 
tings for ^testimony of the^ reality of their pretensions ; those 
writings Vvhich have stood the test of so many agest and cannot 
be charged ih a- singular instance with error or enthusiasm. 

'We will sufjpose however, Mhat the contrary taad been the 
case : how ah'ould wer tlien have been aftected ? if one of. the 
evangelist, having published hVs gospet, and having testified Icfiat 
it was true because “ he knew that the Htrfy Ghost had called 
“ an-thin^lo his renrC'mbrance:** was aftenvardis to declare, that 
the greats part of what he had> written was dictated by the spirit 
of enthusiasm, -should we not acknowledge that' the whole fabric 
of olir faith would l>e in cohseqbence shaken i should we not caU 
in quesiion the realit5\ bf that disciple’s mis»on, and even re^ 
ilouflce altogether U religion that was supported by testimony so 
equivocal ? . . > 

Dr. Coke ^iHm'self has laid the axe to the root of Mr. Wes- 
ley’s inspired apdslleship and extraordinary cohmiission to found 
•a 7i€ii> Church in Ameiica, upod a new filath ^t^d to institute a 
new sort of Efiiscofiacy and rnim%tr^ ; by declaring in his letter W 
bishop W’Mte of Pennsylvania, That he*’ (Mr, Wesley) went 
** further,” in that business “ than he would have gone if he 

had foreseen some events which followed.’* See the Ld ter it 
self in the Appendix^ J\To. 2. “ And that he is now sorry for the 

** separation.** ' • 

And shall we allow that -confessions of this nature had they 
beeu made by the apostles of Christianity ^ would have been suf- 
ficient 'to have made us reject their preaching ? yet shall we nqt 
allow theiti to destroy the preten^ons of the apostles of Metho- 
dism ? for be it asked, why do >ve so jealously maintain that 
apostles 'Were itot deluded by the enthusiastic spirit ? certainly, 
because if the charge could be proved against them in a solitary 
instance, this must effect the credit of every doctrine which they 
delivered. It is not with revealed truth, as it is with human sys- 
tems. Thq^se latter may be adopted, though we believe that m 
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son^c |)oints they are erroneous ; the former can be accepted oh!y 
because they arc in every part free from error. Could we ima- 
gine that a revelation was offered to us, whiph in part was true, 
and in part delusory, we might venture to say, that the result 
would be of the most alarming nature. For right and wrong 
coming to us proposed on an equal degree of authority, the 
bound of good and evil would be in a great measure confounded ; 
and we should be perpetually disobeying God, at the time whett 
We believed ourselves implicitly following the dictates of his 

%Hll. 

If then the charge of delusion once proved against thje apostles 
of Christianity, would justify a rejection of their pretensions ; 
unless we permit the same consideration to have the same weigl^ 
when it applies to the apostles of Methodism, we shall afford an 
additional proof of the propensity of the human heart to prefer 
its own inventions to the commands of God ; and wc shall, in a 
striking manner, verify the prediction of our divine I^rd, who, ac- 
cusing the Jewsfor their hardness of heart ip rejecting his mission, 
though atteiited by every possible evidence, said, “ I am come hi 
Father's raimt, and ye receive me nat : if another should come 
fs in his oxvn tiame^ him ye receive," 

*' Now after it being sufficiently ascert^ned that the founders of 
l^ethodism were enthusiasts and deluded, in what manner shall 
we acco^unt for that high reverence, which, even in the present 
<|ay, is still paid to their memory ? Will it not be astonishing to 
•hear some repeat, notwithstanding all which may 4>e proved 
against them, tliat they were the peculiar ^jiyourites of heaven, 
on vhose ministry the Holy Ghost manifestly descended and 
Tested ? ‘ That they were angels to whom the everlasdng gospel 
wasintrusted ? And finally, that they bore (I almost hesitate to 
Tepeat the assertion) a near resemblance to the blessed Jesus^ 
'that there never was beheld so fair a copy of our Lord ! such a 
living image of the Son of God *?— Cxillie s^l-^e oj^ 1/VJnteJield 

ahd Coke's Ufe of Wesley^ fiasmi. . = . 

Not even to the best of men can expressions such as these be 
with justice applied ; but least of all to those, who, w' hat ever 
their private virtues may have been, were disobedient and rebel- 
lious in the Church of'Christ ; deceivers of themsejyes, by wil- 
fVilty following their own imaginations : deceivers of the people, 
by persuading them that the Ford had^ said% albeit he had not spo^ 
ken ; that he had bid them go Jorih, although eent them not^ nor 
ethntnanded them. » ^ 

The reader is desired to observe, that . thp Jatter. part of this 
chapter on the subject of Mr. Wesley’s and Mr. Whitefield s in- 
spiration, and extraordinary call, is. either extracted, ov copied yer^ 
-hatim. from the fourth sermon ol Geo. fred. Nott, on religious 
bnthu^sm. 
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And now, I hope the Methodists, before they nttempt to rest 
the validity af Methodist e;«scopacy on Mr. Wesley*s inspiration, 
apostleship and extraordinary call ; will establisli that inspiration, 
apostleship and extraordinary call on grounds which will bear 
examination, and produce better proofs for the same than any wc 
have hitherto heard or read of ; and also, obviate all the preceding 
objections, and give satisfactory and plain answers thereunto. 

Here we might close our examination of Methodist episcopacy, 
but as we are in possession of two documents we wish to 
see the light : and as a subsequent event took place among the 
Methodists, affecting the pretended apostolic powers of Mr. We»- 
Icy, proper to be a little more extensively known, than they wiH 
probably trouble themselves to make known : we shall extend 
our labour to another chapter. 

The first of the documents is No. 1, Appendix, and may use- 
fnlly be read as an introduction to the next chapter. 



CHAPTER VI. 






X N the month of May next following the separating 
conference, a little circumstance took place, no otherwise wor- 
thy of notice, than as it serves to shew something existing in the 
character and disposition of Mr. Wesley’s apostle, very unlike 
any thing to be found in the characters of the true and undoubted 
apostles of Christianity. 

An address was prepared to be presented to General Washing- 
ton, then President of the United States. It was called ^ The ad* 
“ dress of the Bishofts of the Methodist E/iiscofial Church.** To this 
address an answer was, no doulit, expected ; which would cer- 
tainly be prefaced with these words : “ To the Bishofis of the Me* 
“ thodxst Episaofial Church** This was an excellent expedient to 
obtain a little consequence for the nevjly devised Episcopacy. For 
who should dare to say Dr. CeJse and Mr. Asbury were i*ot hi* 
shops, when a President of the United States had called them by 
that title ? And, especially when that Preadent was no less a cha- 
racter, than the founder of the American nation ; the virtuous, the 
Illustrious Washington ? No one can venerate the name of that 
great man more than the author of this pamphlet ; but, had twenty 
presidents, many Washingtons, an hundred kings, two hundred 
emperors, or the congresses, or parliaments, or assemblies of the 
whole earth ca//ed them, Bishops ; their united power coukl not 
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make them soc in the ecclesiastical- sense of the word ; or* co^uld 
confer npon them the spiritual rights of bishops : therefore, Gen? 
eral Washington having called them. Bishops* was not woitli ^ 
single chajf unto them. He called them so out of mere complair 
sance- He called them “ Bishops,** because they called them- 
selves “ Bishops.** 

When Dr. Coke mentions bis visit, in coraparty with Mr. A?- 
bury» to present this address, he giyes great and just praise to the 
hospitable host of Mount Vernon. But, there is a passage in Dr. 
Coke’s Journal which it had been better he had omitted ; and he 
certainly would have done so, had not some small degree oivan* 
ary been predominating, in his mind, over prudence, when he 
.wrote his Journal ; although, 1 must confess, the Doctor wishes 
us not to think so. Dr. Coke, however, should have considered^ 
.that some, nay that the majority of his readers, might be able to 
.•junderstand such passages as well as himself. “ I was lothy"" saitj^ 
he, “ to leave him f^r I greatly love and admire himy andif there 

v;as 710 firide in ity would sav, that we are kindred spirits, 
FORMED IN THE s.\ME MOULD.** ■ - — risunv tcncates 
is a trite quotation ; yet here, it is peculiarly appropriate. “ Kin- 
“ dred spirit formed in the same immld V' . why was not Mr. As- 
bury included in this kinship ? “ Kindred spirits I" — I cannot 
conceive what this kinship was grounded upon, unless on this con- 
sideration ; that, as General Washington was the founder, under 
dhine providence, of a great Empire ; Dr. Coke also* esteemed 
himself the founder, under John Wesley, of great Church ; 
■which, (/* craft and cunning device cow/d/jrnya//, he expected one 
day or other, not only to be the Church, but to possess thcygovem- 
ment of that great Empire ; and that, on this account, his name 
like the General's, would be had in eternal remembrance. 

This anecdote may serve as a specimen of the lowlinesspi mind 
of modem apostles. 

• In a pamphlet wrote by Mr. Nicholas Snethen, entitled, “ an 

Answer to James (J‘ Kelly's vindication, 1 find a circum- 

stance mentioned, that took place at a subsequent conference, 
which she^vs that, however compliant the separatingc onference 
might be, the majority of the members of a following one, had 
acquired too much spirit to submit any longer implicitly to Mr. 

■ W'esley’s determinations ; and, though I mean not to justify their 
conduct, I think that Mr. Wesley met with no more than he 
had reason to expect, considering the example he had set his 
children, 

“Among the rules offered by Dr. Coke** at the separating 
conference, “ one was designed to preserve the future union be-' 
“ tween the British and American Methodists : Mr. Asbury ob- 

• jccted to it, in the form it was proposed, as unreasonable, and 
“ highly impTOper : he thought, that as the societies in AmcrU 



57 



“ ca had continued for such a number of years without any such I 
obligations, to require it immediately after the peace, would 
“ be attended with unhappy political consequences, as it was a 
“ well known circumstance, that Mr. Wesley had written in 
“ favor of the British ministry : but the I)r. contended for it, and 
Mr. Asbury agreed to submit, if it met with the approbation 
“ of the preachers. The obligation being laid before the con- 
“ ference, met with opposition ; ' but it passed in the form in 
“ which it is printed in the minutes : See page 2d, question 2d. 

What can be done in order to preserve the future nf the 

« Methodists ? Ans. During the life of the Rev. Mr, ^|||gsley, 
“ we acknowledge ourselves his sons in the Gospel, in matters 
“ belonging to Church government to obey his commands. And 
we do engage after his death, to do every thing that we judgC 
“ consistent with the cause of religion in America, and the poli^ , 
“ tical interests of these states, to preserve and promote our uni-1 
« on with the Methodists in Europe.” At another conference 
Mr. Wesleyl nominated Mr. Whatcoat for a superintendent or 
one of his bishops. This nomination was produced by Dr. Coke 
• — But, in the seperating conference, a rule had been made that 
^ no person should be ordained a superintendent or Methodist 
bishofi without the consent of a majority of the conference.” 
♦When this nomination was laid before the conference, it was ask- 
ed whether they were called to ratify the appointment implicitly, 
or to vote discretionally. Dr. Coke insisted on the minute to 
obey Mr. Wesl-y. And certainly, if the conference esteemed 
Mr. Wesley as an apostle ‘endowed with authority to found 
churches on new filans and institute new kind of Efiiscopaciea, 
they ought to have- obeyed him. But no— ^a vote was taken, 
whether the conference ought not to reject the agreement to obey 
Mr. Wesley in all matters oi church government, rather than 
give up the right of voting ! The question was carried, and the 
•conference thus, declared that they would not implicitly obey 
Mr. Wesley or any other man ; and as the conference saw no 
want of a third bishop, so called, at that time, they refused to 
elect one. Poor Wesley I he might then have exclaimed. “ My^ 
“ apostolic occupation's gone. My American children have re- 
belled ag^nst me. *Tis plain they believe me not to be insfiired 
“ of God, or called extraordinarily to govern the church ; for 
if they did, they would have obeyed me in the person of my 
messenger to theip i they would have executed the orders he 
« delivered in my name, and by 1hy authority, as readily as the 
churches of Ephesus and Crete obeyed the apostolic authori- 
“ ty and orders of St. Paul, when made known to them by Ti- 
“ mothy and Titus.” 

Mr. Wesley, however, was determined his apostolic occupa- 
tion and bishop-making function should not be gone in Eu- 

H 
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rope, if it was in America. For, but a very short time before 
his death, he overcame all his scruples about making bishops and 
other sorts of ministers, as he called them, to officiate even 
where there were bishops with a legal as well as Ecclesiastical ju- 
risdiction. Dr. Coke tells ustn lus Life of Wesley, p. 383 that, 
a little before his death, be oi*dained a certain number without 
sending them out of England, strongly advising them at the 
•same time, that according to Ms example, they should continue 
united to the stablished Church, so far as the work in which 
\ thev were engaged would permit. Which in foct was the same 
ns if be had said ; As far as you find will best promote the in-^ 
terests of Methodism.” 

/ A writer in the English Orthodox Churchman’s Magazine, no*^ 
/ ticing this circumstance, says, “ Some persons may call this con* 
I « sistency, for our parts, we scruple not to call it political craft, 
I andJesuitical kypociisyf ^ ^ . 

^ While on the subject of Mr. Wesley’s ordinations, 1 sliall no- 
tice a passage in a piece published at Easton. The Writer as- 
serts that Methodist episcopacy and ordinations ongiuated 
with three presbyters of the Church of England, w hom he meJi- 
tions by name, viz. Mr. Wesley, Mr. Creight6n and Mr, fktflb- 
'<?r, and that these three gentlemen ordained Dr. Coke a bishop. 
Now if Mr. Fletcher w^as not assisting on that occasion, Dr, 
.Coke was not ordained to his spurious episcopate by more than 
two presbyters or the Church of England ; for neither Whatcoat 
nor Vasey had ever received any ordination whatever in that 
' Church. . And, I will venture to believe, and were \ to assert it, 
it would not be a rush assertion, tliat IVIr. hletcher had no hand 
whatever, in what I scruple not to call a sacrilegious act. But 
to turn from this digression, to our subject. 

In page 18 of Mr. Snetbeu’s pamphlet, we are told “ that 
« Dr. Coke blamed Mr* Asbury fqr the time being in the hurry, 
because he did not stir up a nest*'' What! did Mr. 
Snethen then consider the dispositions of his brethren to be 
such, as rendered them liable to be compared, when assembled 
-together, to a nest of irritable, malicious, stinging and poisonous 
inkects ? That many persons may have reason to make such a 
‘comparison, I have no doubt ; but, that Mr. Snethen should do 
^so,is more than we should have expected. Truth, however, will 
sometimes come out, when least looked for. 

« When the news went to England,” continues Mr. Snethen, 
“ that the American preacherw had refused to elect Mr. What- 
coat ; one of the preachers who had been on the continent, was 
“ not backtvard in declaring that he was a true prophet, and that 
“ Frank Asbury, so he called him, was at the bottom ‘of tlu; 
« whole business. Dr. Coke upon his return to Europe made 
« matters more plain ; and Mr. Wesley wrote to Mr. Asbury, 








blaminij him for not rising up and declaring, that unTe^s the 
preachers would continue to acknowledge the pni:ted minutes 
or obligations, he would leave the continent.** 

This conductor the conference is what v.e presume occasi* 
oned a proposal to be made by Dr. Coke, with the sanction, if 
not actually by the order of Mr. Wesley, on his next visit to A- 
merica, to bishop White<of Pennsylvania, fora re-union with the 
Protestant Episcopal Church, ojfAer motives no doubt, concur • 

ring ; and, we are justified in this siipposiUon by some expressi- 
ons in the letter written by Dr. Coke to bishop White on that oc- 
casion. See Dr, Cake's letter^ J\'o, 2, m the Ap^iendix, 

In the course of the controversy carried on at Easton, among 
other tilings, the following letter was published, as tending to cast 
soiiie light on the subject under discussion. 

PHILADELPHIA, July 30th, 1804. 

Rev’d Sir, 

1 received your letterof the 27th instant, under circumstances 
which prevented my answering it by return of post— with it 
there was delivei^d a letter from the Rev. J. M‘Claskey ; whom 
i find to be the person alluded to in yours. Having written to 
this gentleman, my transcribing of the information given him, 
will be an answer to you also. 

I beg it may be understood, that I have never from tlie sug- 
gestion of my own mind, given information of the matter con- 
ceming which you enquire, except to those whom Dr. Coke ex- 
pected to be informed of it. Several years passed since the trans- 
action, before I had reason to suppose it known to any others. 
Within these few years, I have been spoken to on the subject two 
or three times ; when I fouml myself under a neces'sity of sta- 
ling facts, in order to guard against misrepresentation. 

In the spring of tlie year 1791, I received a letter from Dr. 
Cqke, on the subject of uniting the Methodist society with the 
Protestant Episcopal Church, An answer was returned. In 
consequence of which, Dr. Coke on his coming to town, made 
me a visit, having not then received my letter, but having beard 
that I had written. Our conversation turned chiefly on the a- 
foresaid subject. The general outlines of Dr. Coke’s plan were, 
a re-ordination of the Methodist ministers, and their continuing 
under the superintendence then existing, and on the practices of 
their peculiar institutions. There was also suggested by him a 
propriety, but not a condition made,, of admitting to the Episcopa- 
cy^ himself and the gentleman associated with him in the su- 
perintendence of the Methodist societies. -This intercourse was 
communicated at the time from Dr. Coke to Dr. Magaw. I do 
not know of any other person then informed of it, unless I may 
except the gentleman above alluded to by ivhom, if I have been 
rightly informed, my letter to Dr, Coke was opened in his abseuce ; 
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such a freedom being understood, as I supposed, to arise out of 
the connection between the two gentlemen. But for this pari of 
the statement I cannot vouch. It was understood between Dr: 
Coke and me, that the proposal should be communicated to the 
bishops of the Episcopal Church at the next convention, which 
was to be in September, 1792, in New-York. This was accord- 
ingly done. After which, I perceived no use of further commu- 
nication on the subject ; and 1 have not since seen Dr. Coke, nor 
heard from him, nor written to him. 

It appears to me that the above comprehends either explicitly 
or by imfilication^ all the points to which your letter leads. It 
would have been more agreeable to me, if no occasion of this 
testimony had occurred ; and it is now given, merely to prevent 
the matter being understood otherwise than it really is. 

The above is what I have written to Mr. M‘Claskey ; and I 
remain, Sec. Sec. 

Your affectionate brother, 

WILLIAM WHITE. 

It is not at all material for me to enquire into the reasons W'hy 
bishop White was solicited to give this testimony ; since fhe per- 
son who gave it publicity declared he did so chiefly to cast some 
light on the subject of Methodist Episcopacy. 

In which view alone, I stop to make a few remarks on certain 
passages which it contains. 

^ A union we find is proposed between a society and a Church, 

- That body of men cannot justly be called a Church of Christ, 
which, though united under certain rules and regulations, and 
having officers to see to the execution of those rules, has not, 
within itself a vatid Christian ministry, to preach the word of God 
nuith and to administer rfw/y the sacraments of man’s 

redemption. If a body be deficient in these essentials, and the 
object it has in view be the advancement of religion, it may be 
called a reU^ous society^ bot not a church. This, however, is 
no detrimeiit to the society so long as it preserves union and corn- 
union with a body which contains every essential of a church 
according to the divine institutions of Christ and his apostles. 

Now the Methodist society was in this situation before the 
schism, and it appears to have been the object of the proposed 
union to restore matters to the same situation. It was a society 
applying for a readmission into the Church, and not two equally 
independent bodies that were to be considered as negotiating 
terms of union. The society could, and did acknowledge the 
Church she applied to, as a true Church of Christ ; but that 
Church could and did only look upon that society, since the se- 
paration, as a schismatical body, not constituting any part of the 
Church of Christ. The Methodists, however, considered as a 
society, had peculiar rules and institutions, which, in case of a 
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union, they were desirous of preserving ; on this account, one 
part of Dr. Coke*s outline, was an article providing that the Me- 
thodists should retain their peculiarities ; in so doing, it would 
become necessary that they should be under the superintendence 
nf some of their own memba’s' ; and certainly, none could be 
found s6 fitting, as they who for several years had enjoyed that 
office. 

But, as many of the preachers of the society^ had received 
such a kind of ordination, as we have given an history of in the 
preceding pages ; and, as those ordinations could never be es- 
teemed valid by the Church ; a condition was proposed by Dr. 
Coke, that the Methodist ministers should be re-ordained. Con- 
sequently, if these were to be re-ordained in order to the union ; 
theWesleian bishops must have refrained from ever ordaining any 
person in future, till they were consecrated true bishops of the 
Church, by the bishops of the Episcopal Church ; and, in case 
this was not consented to by the Church, they must have confined 
their superintendence solely to the peculiar institutions and regu- 
lations of the Methodist society. For should they have ordained 
even one fierson with their kind of ordination^ they M^ould have 
broke the union. Ordination-^ as lord Mansfield said, is separati- 
on. 

The proposal, therefore, of Dr. Coke, respecting the re-ordi- 
nation of the Methodist ministers, is in itself tantamount to an 
acknowledgment of the nullity of Wesleian ordination. Jt is, to 
say the least, an acknowledgment, by necessary implication, that 
piethodist ordinations are not General ^Vashington 

having Saluted Dr. Coke and Mr. Asbury, “ bishops^' notwith- 
standing. 

The next passage I shall notice, is that where Dr. Coke is said 
to have “ suggested a propriety, but not a condition made, of ad- 
“ mitting himself” and Mr. Asbury “ to the episcopacy.” Now 
there is no way whereby a man can become capable of being ad- 
mitted to the episcopacy, or to exercise the work and office of 
a bishop in any true Episcopal Church but by a consecration to 
that work and office by other true bishops : and Dr. Coke knew 
very well that neither himself nor Mr. Asbury had eve^been 
consecrated bishops, by any persons whom the Episcopal Church 
could acknowledge as true bishops : for if they had, the re-ordi- 
nation of those whom they had ordained would not have been 
necessary. Therefore this bare suggestion of being admitted to 
the episcopacy, implies a desire and willingness to be consecrated : 
a willingness to be consecrated, implies a readiness to relinquish 
all powers supposed to be conferred by any pretended prior con- 
secration, till re-consecrated : a re-consecraiion, implies that the 
former act called Consecration was invalid. Now no person who 
is acquainted with the tenets of all true Episcopalian Churches, 
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can hesitate a moment to believe, that Dr. C<)ke having suggest- 
ed i\\e firofiriety of his admission, Istc, must be supposed to have 
admitted ail the consequences which naturally and necessaiily 
flow from such a suggestion j and that he must have had some 
doubts fesjiecting the validity of his Wesleian sonsccration, by 
lieing willing it should be set aside as null ; which it must have 
been, had he been admitted to the episcopacy of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church : and indeed, had the union taken place witli- 
out his admission to the episcopacy, it must have met with the 
same fate. This is necessarily implied, as w’as observed, in the 
condition for the re-ordination of the Methodist ministers. 

But as this admission was not to be made a condition of the 
union, it follows that the union was not to be prevented by the refu- 
sal to admit Dr. Coke and Mr. Asbury to the episcopacy : so that, 
in that case, had the union taken place, the Methodist superin- 
tendents must have confined their superintendence to their own 
society, merely as presidents and managers, and not as bishops tru- 
ly consecrated^ or invested with any of those powers which Epis- 
copalians believe are peculiarly and exclusively given to bishops 
truly consecrated. 

These consequences seem to have been sufficiently proved to 
have flowed from Bishop White’s letter, in the course of the con- 
troversy to which 1 have more than once alluded, and which gave 
rise to the present publication. But as they w'ere denied by the 
writer on the Methodist side, who put many far-fetched and for^ 
ced constructions on the letter, resorted to Deistical historians, 
and made many bold assertions respecting the proposed union, 
for which he was not able to produce a single proof, and also en- 
deavoured by mei’c quibbling and cavilling to make this letter 
speak a language favourable to the cause of Methodist Episcopa- 
cy : it was thought proper by a gentleman who felt an interest iii 
the result of the contest, to inform Bishop White of the use the 
advocate for Wesleian Episcopacy had made of his letter, and at 
the same time to request from him a more explicit account of 
Dr. Coke’s application and avowed motives. To that gentleman 
the bishop very politely sent the following letter. 

Philadelphia^ September 13, 1806. 

Bev. and dear Sir, 

I received vour letter this day, and answer it immedi- 
ately. 

Tu compliance with your desire, I send you the following in- 
formation taken from Dr. Coke’s letter now before me. 

His plan was that all the ordained ministers then in the Me- 
thodist connection should receive Kpiscopal Ordination. Of these, 
he says, that they will not, and ought not to give up their right 
of administering the saci*aments; but he thinks that the general- 
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ity of them would not refuse tp be re-ordained, and tljat perhaps 
none would so refuse. 

Of tlie other preachers, he says, that they would hardly sub- 
mit to a rc-union^ if the possibility of their rising up iq ordinatiqp 
depended on the present bishops of America. The difficulty 
which he foresees on this score, is grounded on their not being 
acquainted with the learned languages. What was his intended 
mean of removal of this difficulty does not appear in the let- 
ter. It may have been, a promise on the part of the bishops, that 
the ordination of the persons in question should not be prevented 
by that circumstance. Or, it may have been the coxsECKATipji 
of hiinseif, and the gentleman connected with him ; for this mea- 
sure was hinted in a conversation that afterwards look place be.- 
tween us, altho* he desired me to remark, that it was not roade.^ 
condition of the union. . , ... 

The motive of Dr. Coke in this business, as stated in his letter^ 
seems to have been an apprehension that he had gone further io 
the se/mration than had been intended by Mr. Wesley from whom 
he had received his commission. Mr. IVedcy himaclfy he was 
sure, had gone further than he wotild h(rve gone, if he had forenecTf 
SOME EVENTS ‘Ufh/ch followed. The Dr. was certain, that the samp 
gentleman was sorry for the sefiaration ; and would use Ida infu-^ 
ence to the utmost ; for accomplishing a re^union. 

Perhaps it may be proper to add, that Dr. Coke expresses himr 
self certain that the gentleman connected with him in the super- 
intendence, would be adverse to the contemplated measure ; and 
gives it as a ceason for accomplishing it before the deatli of Mr^ 
Wesley. 

It is on my part a matter of justice to your opponents, to make 
the offer of shewing Dr. Coke’s letter to any gentleman, who at 
their desire shall apply for an opportunity of perusing it. You 
will be so good as to cause this to be made known to them. 



I am ‘sorry you should be exposed to the inconvenience of a 
controversy on the subject, but trust you will manifest a Christian 
temper in the management of it. Wc too often find, on such oc- 
casions, a disregard of the admonitions of the apostle, that th§ 
“ wrath of man worketh not the righteousness of (^od.’* 

The use of this letter is submitted to your discretion, and I re- 
main your 

Affectionate Brother, 

WILLIAM WHITE. 



Soon after the receipt of this letter the controversy was dropt. 
in consequence of an unwillingness in the printer to publish any 
thing more on the subject ; he having, as wc have been told, re- 
ceived letters from some influential IMethodists, advising him on 
the subject. 




I would therefore beg leave to remind all readers of that contro- 
versy, to notice the various shiftings,. and different grounds, the 
Methodist writer takes in order to defend his episcopacy ; and to 
remark, that when he is driven from all those grounds, how 
quickly and unpimvokedly he takes up the language of abuse, and 
violently attacks the Church by the arts of confounding, mistating 
and detailing the falshoods and misrepresentations of the infid^ 
Hume, instead of answering the arguments of his opponents. 

From this second letter, we learn, that Dr. Coke’s plan was, 
** that all the ordained ministers then in the Methodist connection 
^ should receive Episcopal Ordination** 

'Fhis itself amounts to a confession on the part of Dr. Coke, 
that their former ordination was not Episcopal. And why ? Be- 
cause neither Mr. Asbury, himself, nor Mr. Wesley were ever 
truly consecrated bishops, . - . ' 

But, as these ministers had received a kind of ordination, Dr. 
Coke says, “ they will not, and ought not to give up their right 
of administering the sacraments.” 

by the doctrine of Episcopalians, they had no right whatever, 
in virtue of that ordination to administer the sacraments. But 
l>r. Coke, probably, like some others, who might be called tdrti- 
'umquid Episcopalians ; might think, that though that ordination 
was.«o^ Episcopal^ yet it was Presbyterian ; and that Presbyte- 
rian ordination was hot altogether nugatory. However, the mean- 
ing of this passage appears plainly to be this ; that these persons 
haying received a kind of ordination ; and having, in cohse- 
‘quence thereof, been in the practice of acting as presbyters and 
deacons, would not consent, nqr ought they to be degraded to the 
"rank of lay-preachers ; and, as an expedient to prevent the ne- 
’cessity of such a measure, he proposed, that they should receive 
"Episcopal ordination ; and declared his opinion that the generaf- 
ity of them wmuld not refuse to be re-ordained, and probably 
•none would so refuse. 

A question rises from this point of the proposed union, viz. 
‘What would have been the situation of those who might refuse 
to be re-ordained, or to receive Episcopal ordination? the answer is 
plain and evident, viz. They could not possibly be admitted in*^ 
to the union, asclergymen, nor could their tninistraiions have been 
smetioned as valid, by those who were included in the union. 
They must, therefore, have been considered as abiding still in 
schism, and in a state of separation from the Chiireh. 

The next paragraph of the letter requires no comment. It is 
no more than an explanation of that passage in the first letter, 
which respected the suggestion made by Dr. Coke, of admit- 
ting himself and Mr. Asbury into the Episcopacy, by a true and 
Dali d consecration to the work and office of bishops in the Church 
.of .God. It is, however, equivalent, to a concession on the part 



65 



»f Dr. Coke, that the ordination conferred on him by Mr. Wes- 
was 7iot t^ikco/ial ; and that it did not make him any whit a 
bishop, more than he was before. 

In the paragraph following, the sefiaration is acknowledged ; 
and Dr. Coke seenjsto apprehend he had gone further in it, than 
Mr. Wesley designed. But be this as it will, we do not find 
that Mr. Wesley ever expressed his disapprobation of it, till 
after the rejection of his nowination of Mrr Whatcoat to the su- 
perintendency. 

But Dr. Coke proceeds and says, that. Mr. Wesley 
had gone farther than he would have gone, had he foreseen some 
events which followed. This itself is a sufficient evidence that 
Mr. Wesley acred not in that affair by the peculiar direction and 
inspiration of the holy spirit of God, but according to the dictates 
of his own fallible judgment, will and inclination. 






One of those events v>hich followed^ we presume was that we 
have just above mentioned, and which deprived him of the im- 
plicit obedience of his children in x\merica. Indeed, We doubt 
whether ever this confession would have been made, had it not 
been for that event. “ Mr. Wesley Is sorry for the sefiaration^ 

and will use his influence to the utmost to accomplish a re-uni- 

071 .” 

His influence !■ — How art thou fallen, O John ! a few years 
ago, thy determinations were sufficient ; now, thou art obliged to 
have dependance on weakened and dying injluenee for the accom- 
pUshUient of thy designs. Alas ! I fear it was still weaker than 
either Dr. Coke 0% thyself imagined. Thou now findest that 
thy example has been followed, and that those whom thou^ by thy 
'deputies didst ordain^ will not obey the power t/uit ordained them. 
This comes from thy own violation of order. Thy right hand 
man in the United States, thou now perceivest, is, as it were, in 
league against thee. He will be adverse to the measure. So 
says Dr. Coke ; and so we believe he would have been. How- 
ever, the convention of the church on the one hand, and the death 
of Mr. Wesley on the other ; put a stop to all further pioceed- 
ings on this subject t and, the Methodists still continue in a state 
of schism and separation from the church. And having only 
the same kind of orders they received at the time of the separa- 
ting conference, their ministrations are, and must be, esteemed 
null and void, and to rest solely on the insufficient ground of mere 
human device, by all true Episcopalians, 
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I cannot conclude this subject, in discussing which, I have 
been obliged oftentimes to speak a language, which I could have 
wish’d the candor and moderation of the Methodists woild haf e 
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justified me In rendering less severe ; better than by giving tvro, 
quotations from late writers ; and a (leclaration of my own dis- 
p '•'•tions respecting v hnstian communion witjli other denomina- 
tions of Christians. 

The first is from the “ Ufc of Dr, Johnson Dr. Chandler^* 
p. 151. 

“ There are found persons who assert, that all inquiries con- 
cerning the mode of conveying from the divine bead of the 
Church, the authority of the priesthood ; are trivial, useless, and 
even hostile to tl>e interests of piety ; 'hat those who engage 
in them betray a narrowness of mind and disposition incompati- 
ble with the enlarged love of truths and with Christian chmity** 
As if the love of truth forbade us to detect delusion, and Chris- 
tian charity obliged ns to flatter and countenance error. “ But 
may not the language of the expostulation be justly raised against 
those who sport these assertions ? — 'Fhe advocates of episcopacy, 
while the yare anxious to enforce, what the Universal ('hurch has 
always maintained, the necessity and efficacy of the ministrations 
of a valid firiesthood, and the duty of preserving the wmVy of the 
spirit in the bond of peace, do not presumptuously withhold the 
mercies of God from any who sincerely seek to know and do his 
will.” 

With all who name the name of Clirist I should rejoice to be 
in fellowship and to hold communion : but alas ! in the present 
unhappy and divided state of the Christian world, this is not pos- 
sible. Some s«»ci€Ues, which are indeed truly constituted upon 
an apostolic foundation, and are therefore a part of the Church 
of Christ, impose what I conceive to be unlawful, and therefore 
to me, «nfui terms of communion, obliging me to^ profess a be- 
lief in things, I cannot believe. In other societies a valid mini- 
stry is W'anting. In those two cases, although I can esteem the 
members of those communities as my brethren, and wish them 
every temporal and spiritual blessing, yet communication with 
them in the sacred ordinances of religion, would, I esteem, be 
very improper, and, I really think, very sinful.^ But with all 
those bodies of Christians who are properly constituted upon an 
upostoUc foundation, and impose no improper or unlawful terms 
of communion, I esteem myself as much in fellowship, as with 
that church of which 1 profess myself a member, and which, on 
on cxainination of the controversies which have taken place be- 
tween her and her adversaries at different times, I am convinced, 
is as pure in her doctrine, and as apostolic in her ministry, as any 
church upon earth. Would to God her members would duly 
prize, and live up to their inestimable privileges. 

' The last quotation, with which I shall finish this work, is from 
the preface to •* Kssays on JH^iisco/tacy^* by Dr. Hobart of New- 
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The imputation of unc/uiritablencas and bigotry, ap« 
piled by many to the advocates of episcopacy, disclaimed as 
equally ungenerous and unjust. Tlie same, imputation has al- 
ways been urged, by the opponents of the tru^s of reyelatioi), a- 
gamst the advocates of these truths. It has pleased God to make 
his Church the channel of his covtnanttd mercies to the world. 
Christians, universaHy, for fifteen centuries, considered the 
priesthood, in the order of bishops, priests and deacons, as one 
of the essential characteiistics of the church ; and considered 
the reception of the ordinances administei'ed by his piiesthood 
as the divinely appointed mode of entering into covenant with 
God. But though the institutions of the Almighty are indispen- 
sibly binding upon man, he is not himself restricted by them. ^ 
Every benevolent heart, therefore, ardently cherisiies the delight- 
ful belief, that mercy will at length be extended to all who hum- 
bly and earnestly seek to know and do the will of their heavenly 
master. In the sincerity of his soul, the writer (of that preface, 
and also, the writer of this pamphlet) can adopt and cherish the 
sentiments avowed by the distinguished prelate ; * who still ho- 
nors and promotes by his erudition and talents, the cause of sci- 
ence and religion ; and, who, for his zealous defence of primi- 
tive faith and order, has been frequently branded with the charges 
of intolerance and bigotry.” 

“ Though truth in these controverdes can be only on one side ; 
he will indulge, and he wlllwvow the charitable opinion that sin- 
cerely may be on both. And he will enjoy the reflection, that, 
by an equal sincerity, f through the power of that blood which 
was equally shed for all, both parties may at Icngh find equal 
mercy. In the transport of this holy hope, he will anticipate 
that glorious consummation, when faith shall be absoibed in 
knowledge, andthe fire ofeontnoversy for ever quenched. When 
the same generous zeal for God and truth, which too often in 
this world of folly and confusion, sets those at var iance whom 
the similitude of virtuous dispositions should unite, shall be the 
cement of an indissoluble friendship ; when the innumerable 
company (of the redeemed) of all nations, kindreds and people, 

• Bishop Horsley. 

t Christian charity can require no more than the admission that those 
who differ from us are sincere.^ While we differ from them in points which 
we esteem essential, we cannot avoid believing them ' to be in error. For 
if they be right, we must be wrong, and, were we convinced of this, we 
should be obliged in conscience to relinquish our errors. It is, however 
only to persons that are humble teachable, candid and correct in their de- 
portment, that we can consistently allow the merit of sincerity. It is im- 
possible, and indeed cannot be required, we should thus think of those 
men, whose zeal assumes the arts and devices of faction, whose judgment 
is manifestly perverted by prejudice, and whose religion renders them mo- 
rose, austere and unamiable. 
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^ -assemble reiind the throne, shall like the first Chi’istiorts, be of 

one soul and one mind ; giving praise' with one consent to ‘him 
that sitteth'upon the throne, and to the' Lamb that was slain to le* 
deem them with bis blood.” 

a. 1 , 

f ' ‘‘ ' ' 

f 

. ' ‘ THE END. 
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APPENDIX. 



No. 1. 

C/OPY of a letter written by Dr. Andrews to Dr. 
Smith, giving an account of an interview between Mr. West, Dr. 
Andrews, Dr. Coke and Mr. Asbury. 



. Baltimore-, December , 1784. 

Dear Sir, 

I promised to give you some account of ^yhat should pass at 
our proposed conference with Dr. Coke. It is an account howev- 
er, which I fear will be no ways interesting, and from which at 
any rate you can derive little satisfaction. 

At the^ appointed hour, which was six in the evening, he did 
not fail to attend us; and brought with him Mr. Goft andMr. 
Asbury. We drank tea, and conversed on indifferent subjects. 
The Doctor was full of vivacity and entertained us with a num- 
ber of little anecdotes not disagreeably. At length 1 took occa- 
sion to observe, that we had seen Mr. Wesley's letter of Septem- 
ber last addressed to Dr. Coke and Mr. Asbury ; as also a book 
entitled the Sunday Service of the Methodists: that we were 
happy to find from these publicatjons that the people called Me- 
th^ists were hereafter to use the same liturgy that we make use 
of, to adhere to the same articles, and to keep up the ftmie three 
orders of the clergy; that these circumstances had induced us to 
hope, that the breach which had so long subsisted in our Church 
might at length, in America at least, be happily closed : that we 
could not think so unfavourably of the gentlemen who were at 
the head of that society, as to suppose they could persist in 
rating fi*om us, merely for the sake of separating ; or cherish in 
their breasts so unkind a spirit, as would not siifer them even in 
doing of the very same things that we do, to have any satisfac- 
tion without doing them in a different manner with such vari- 
ations in point of form and other circumstances, as may create an 
invidious distinction where there is no real difference : that the 
plan of Church government which we had instituted in this state, 
was a very simple, and, as we trusted, a very rational plan : that 
it was to be exercised by a' convention consisting of an equal num- 
ber of laity and clergy ; and having for their president a bishop 
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ttectcd by the whole bpcly of the clergy : that this bishop was tto 
tiiffer from a common presbyter in nothing else than in the right 
of presiding in the convention, of ordaining ministers) and admi- 
nistering confirmation after baptism to as many as desired it; 
that such an episcopacy, at the same time that it possessed all the 
powers requisite for spiritual purposes, would not upon any occa- 
sion or to any person be either dangerous or burdensome. It could 
not be said to entangle men move than Mr. Wesley’s episcopacy 
entangled them. What occasion then could there be for a separa- 
tion from u'l on the score of govemment ? And as to articles of 
faith and form of worship, they already agreed with us. if it 
would not be so grateful to iheni to have their preachers ordain- 
ed by a pre.^yter taken from among us and consecrated a binhopj 
what hindered but that Dr. Coke might be so consecrated : we 
could see no impropriety in having two bishops in one state, one 
of which might always Ixj elected from among the people called 
IVfethodisls, so long as that distinction should be kept up among 
us. 

To all this Dr. Coke made the following reply. That indeed he 
scarce' knew what answer to give us; as such an address had 
neither l>een foreseen nor expected : that any propositions, ho^v- 
cver, that we should think proper to make on the subject be could 
transmit to Mr. Wesley. Perhaps we were strangers to* their iti- 
nerant and circuitous maxims : that it was not proix)sed that any 
of their ministers should ever have a fixed residence ; and that 
for his own part he was inclined to think that our two churches 
might not improperly be compared to a couple of earthen basons 
set afloat in a cuiTcnt of water, which so long as they should con- 
tinue to fioat in two parallel lines, would float securely ; but the 
moment they began to converge were in danger of destroying 
each other. ’ ^ 

Mr. j^bury was pleased to add,— that the difference between 
us lav not so much in doctrines and fomisof worship as in expe- 
rience and practice. He complained that the Methodists had al- 
ways been treated by ns, with abundance of contempt ; and that 
for his own part, tho’ he had travelled over all parts of this con- 
tinent, tliere were but four clergymen of our Church, from whom 
he had received any cirilities. In expressing these sentiments, 
however, he did not mean to throw any reflection upon Mr. 
West and myself, whom, from the accounts he had received con- 
ceniing us, be regarded as worthy characters. 

Mr. W’est begged it might be well understood, that in holding 
this discourse with them, we acted altogether in a private capaci-^ 
ty, vyhnllii unauthorized so to do by the Church to winch we belongs 
ed ; ami that in his opinion, the only material point to which it 
concerned iis at present to enquire into was simply this— the 
plan upon which the Methodists were novo proceeding to act-, irre- 
vocabty jisoed ? Dr. Coke answered, that there was no person who 
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i 0 oi more time than Mr, IVeiley to deliberate upon his plansy end 
none ’tvho a fter he had deliberated upon them ivah more prompt ojid 
decided in the execution of them. 

Upon this the subject was dropt, and in a short time after they 
took their leave of us. 

A day or two after I took the liberty to wait on Dr. Coke at hi« 
lodgings. I expressed a wish, that they could be induced to give 
rise to their orders in a regular manner i and this I ol>scrved 
they might do, and yet still continue to manage their own affairs, 
and remain as distinct a body from us as they might think pro- 
I>er. If they did not esteem it unlawful to connect the succession, I 
contended, that it was their duty to connect it^ from motives of 
charity and of policy. By such compliance their departure from 
their brethren would be less considerable, and they would have 
fewer prejudices to encounter .with. 

Dr. Coke did not hesitate to acknowledge, /Acr zV rjould be more 
consistent indeed, and more regular to connect the succession ; and 
that the time was when the Methodists might have l>een gained 
by a little condescension. But it was now too"^ late to think of these 
things, when their plans were already adopted and in part even 
executed j that he himselt had receivedr ordination agreeably t6 
x\\i& new system, 8c conferred it on others. He set forth in histiirzi 
the great contempt and aversion with wliich the Methodistshad 
always been treated in England, by the generality of the bishops, 
as well as by the laity and clergy : that when one of their preach- 
ers had an inclination to come over to this country with 
lord Cornwallis’ army under the character of a chaplain, Mr. 
Wesley could not prevail on the bishop of l^ndon to oixlain him: 
that some clergymen of the Church of England, who had ven- 
tured to perform service m the countess of Huntingdon’s chapel 
had been prosecuted in the court of Arches : that bishop New- 
ton in his last dying charge to his clergy solemnly enjoined them, 
that they should never cease to oppose the MethcKhsts : and up- 
on the whole that such was the temper of the English prelates, 
that they would much rather chusc, that the whole body of the 
Methodists in England, tho* so very numerwis, should be lost to 
the Church by a total separation, than that they should continue 
any longer with it. 

To those particulars I made the host reply that I was able, 
apologized for the great trouble I had given them, and then look 
my leave of them in the most friendly and affeGtionate n>anner. 

Thus ended our negotiation which served no other purpose 
than to discover to us, that the minds of these gentlemen are not 
wholly free from resentment and it is a point which among them 
is indispcnsibly necessary that Mr, JVesley be the first Hr,!: of the 
chain upon which their Church is tmsprrid'^'u . 

/ 
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No. 2. 

I 

T HE foliowinj^ is the copy of a letter addressed tome 
by the Rev. Dr. Thomas Coke. To the best of my recollection it 
was never communicated or mentioned by me, except to those to 
whom it was intended by the writer to be made known ; until t 
heard of it from othei'S within these last few years. My reserve in 
this respect was not from any idea, that there was, or could reason** 
ably have been exacted of me, secresy in such a transaction; but 
for reasons it is not now necessary to mention. My giving of a 
copy of the letter is in consequence of its having been made a 
subject of public controversy ; and merely with the view of pre- 
ventina: misconstruction and misrepresentation. 

WILLIAM WHITE. 

PhUddeljihia^ t)ct, 30//i, 1806.’ 

COPY. 

Ri?rht Reverend Sir, 

Permit me to intrude a little on your time upon a subject of 
great importance. 

You, I believe, are conscious that I w'as brought up in the 
Church of England, and have been ordained a presbyter of that 
Church. I'or many years I was prejudiced, even I think, to big- 
otry in favor of it : but through a variety of causes and inci- 
dents, to mention which, would be tedious and useless, my mind 
was exceedingly biassed on the other side of the question. In 
consequence of this, I am not sure but I went further in the^ 
paration of our Church in America, than Mr. Wesley 
whom I had received my commission did intend. He did indeed 
solemnly invest me, as far as he had a riffht so to do^ with Epis- 
copal authority, but did not intend, I think, that our entire sepa- 
ration should take place. He being pressed by our friends on 
this side the water for ministers to administer the sacraments to 
them ^ there being verv fev/ clergy of the Church of England 
then in the states.) He -went farther I am s^ire than he wild have 
ffone if he had foreseen some events winch follonved. And this I 
am certain of — that he is 7 iow sorry for the separation.^ 

But what can be done for a re-union, which I wish- for ; and 
to accomr)lish which Mr. Wesley I have no doubt would use his 
influence to the utmost? The afPection of a very considerable 
number of the preachers and most of tne people is vei) strong 

towv.rds him, notwithstanding Z//C excessive ill usage he i^cetved 

from a few. Mv interest also is not small; and both his SJUX 
‘mine would rea<lily and lo the utmost be used to accomplish that 
^t.o us) very desirable obiect ; if a readiness were shown by t e 
bishops of the Protestant Episcopal Church to re-unite. 
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It is even to your church an object of great importance. VVe 
have now above 6*0,000 adults in our society in these states ; and 
about 250 travelling ministers and preachers ; besides a great 
number of local preachers, very far exceeding the number of tra- 
velling preachers ; and some of these local preachers are men 
of very considerable abilities : but if we yumber the Methodists 
as most people number the members of their church, vi?. 
by the families which constantly attend the divine ordinances in 
their places of worship, they will make a larger body than you 
possibly conceive. The Society, I believe, may be safely mul- 
tiplied by five on an average to give us our stated congregations ; 
which will then amount to 300,000. And if the calculation^ 
which, I think some eminent writers have made, be just, that 
ihree^fifths of mankind are un-adult (if I may use the expres- 
sion) at any given period, it will follow that all the families, the 
adults of which form our congregations in these states amount 
to 750,000. About one-Sfth of these are blacks. 

The work now extends in length from Poston to the south of 
Geoi-gia; and in breadth from the Atlantic to lake Champlain, 
Vermont, Albany, Redstone, Holstein, Keiitucke, Cumberland, 
Sec. 

But there are many hindrances in the way. Can they be re- 
moved ? 

1. Our ordained ministers will not, ought not, to give up their 
right of administering the sacraments. I d«nt think that the 
generality of them, perhaps none of them, would refuse to sub- 
mit to a re-ordination, if other hindrances were removed out of 
the way. I must here observe, that between 60 and 70 only out 
of the two hundred and fifty have been ordained presbyters, and 
about 60 deacons (only). The presbyters are the choicest of the 
whole. 

2. The other preachers would hardly submit to re-union, if 
the possibility of their rising up to ordination depended on the 
present bishops in America. Because, though they are all, I 
thing I may say, zealous, pious and very useful men, yet they are 
not acquainted with the learned languages. Besides, they would 
argue, if the present bishops would wave the article of the learn- 
ed languages, yet their successors might not. 

My desire of a re-union is so sincere and earnest, that these 
difficulties make me tremble : and yet something must be done be* 
fore the death of Mr. Wesley otherwise Ishalldistiairof success t 
for though my influence among the Methodists in these states as 
well as in Europe, is 1 doubt, not increasing, yet Mr. jlsburyy 
whose infiuence is very cafiital^ will not easily comply ; nay, I know 
he will be exceedingly averse to it» 

In Europe when some steps had been taken, tending to a se- 
paration, all is at an end. Mr. Wesley is a determined enemy 
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oF it, ami I have lately borne an open and successful tcstlmcny 
ligainst it. 

Shall I be favored with a private interview with you in Phila- 
delphia ? X shall be there, God willing, on Tuesday the 17th of 
May. If this be agreeable, I’ll beg of you just to signify it in a 
note directed to me et ^Ir. Jacob Baker’s, merchant, Market-street 
Philadelphia : or if you please by a few lines sent me by the re- 
turn of the post, at Philip Rogers Esq, in Baltimore, from your- 
self or Dr. Magaw : and I will wait upon you with my friend 
Dr. Magaw. We can then enlarge on the subjects. 

I am conscious of it that secresy is of great importance in the 
present state of the business, till the minds of you, your brother 
bishops and Mr. Wesley be circumstantially known. I must 
therefore beg that these things be confined to yourself and Dr. 
Magaw, till I have the honor of seeing you. 

Thus you see that I have made a bold venture on your honor, 
and^andor, and have opened my whole heart to you on the sub- 
ject as far as the extent of a small letter will allow me. If you 
put equal confidence in me, you will find me candid and faith- 
ful. 

I have, notwithstanding, been guilty of inadvertencies. Very 
lately I found myself obliged (for the pacifying of my consci- 
ence) to write a penitential letter to the Rev. Mr. Jarratt, which 
gave him great satisfaction : and for the same reason 1 must 
write another to the Rev. Mr. Pettigrew’. 

When I was last in America, I prepared and corrected a great 
variety of things for our Magazine, indeed almost every thing 
that was printed, except some loose hints«\vhich I had taken of 
one of my journeys, -and which I left in my hurry with Mr. As- 
bury, without any correction, intreating him that no part of them 
might be printed which could be improper or offensive. But 
through great inadvertency (I suppose} he suffered some reflec- 
tions on the -clraracters of the two above mentioned gentlemen to 
be inserted in the Magazine, for w hich I am very sorry : and 
probably shall not rest till I have made my acknowledgments 
more public ; though Mr. Jarrat does not desire it. 

I am not sure, wdiether I have not also ofiTended you, sir, by 
accepting one of the offers made me by you and Dr. Magaw' of 
the use of your churches, about six years ago, on my first visit to 
Philadelphia, without informing you of of separation 

from the Church of England. If I did offeiul, (as I doubt I did, 
especially from what you said to Mr. Richard Dallam of Abing- 
ton) I sincerely beg yours and Dr. Magaw’s pardon. I’ll endea- 
vor to amend. But alas 1 I am a frail, w'eak creaUire. 

T will intrude no longer at present. One thing only T will 
claim from your candor-~that if you have no thouglits of impro- 
ving this proposal, you will burn this letter, and take no more^ 
notice of it, (for it would be a pity to have us entirely alienated 



APPLiSijiX. 




f^om each other, if we cannot unite in the manner my ardent 
wishes desire) but if you will further negociate the business, I 
will explain my mind still more fully to you on the probabilities 
of success. 

In the mean time permit me, with great respect to subscribe 
myself. 

Right Reverend Sir, 

' Your very humble servant in Christ, 

(Signed) THOMAS COKE. 

Richmond, April 24th, 1791. 

The right Reverend 

I Father in Gody Bishop. White, 

P. S. You must excuse interlineations. See. as I am just go- 
ing iiito the country and have no time to transcribe. 



Note, by the author of the Pamphlet). 

To prevent mistakes, the reader is desired to observe: that the 
testimony contained in bishop White’s first letter in the last 
chapter, is drawn from the conversation that took place at the 



personal interview betw een the bishop. Dr. Coke and Dr. Ma- 



• gaw. And also, it must be remarked that the testimony con- 
' talned in the second is chiefly from Dr. Coke's letter, with a 



more explicit account of what was meant by some passages in 
the first, See the respective letters. 



No. 3. 

extract from ‘‘ Myleses C/irono/ogieal History of 
MethodismP p’s. 75 & 76. 

“ In the beginning of the year 1763, a Greek bishop visited . 

“ London. Mr. Wesley made enquiry concerning the reality ^ 
“ of his office, and was fully satisfied that he was a true bishopF 

• “ Mr. Wesley then applied to him to ordain Dr. Jones, in 

^ order to assist him in administering the Lord’s supper to his 
“ societies, which he did.” 

Myles draws this conclusion among others, from this fact.— 

That Mr. Wesley thought no person should administer the 
“ ordinances of God without ordination.” And we shall draw 
also another conclusion, viz. That Mr. Wesley esteemed the 
imposition of the hands of a t7'ue bishop essential to ordination.' 

And it ought to be further noticed, that that bishop, whose name 
was Erasmus, did not understand English, nor Mr. Wesley’s 
candidates Greek. 

Myles further informs, us, that, ‘‘ some others of the preach- 
“ ers, travelling and local, got Erasmus to ordain them. This 
“ displeased Mr, Wesley very much ; and those of than iifho vjould 
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** not lay aside acting as clergymen indefiendent of him^ v)ere ex* 
eluded from the connection*' 

There is certainly a striking contrast in the spirit of this action, 
and that of his ordaining Dr. Coke, who was a presbyter, to ful- 
ler flowers. In the one case, he has not power to oydain a pres- 
byter, but is glad to apply to a Greek bishop for the purpose ; and 
this in violation of the oath of supremacy he took at his 0wn or- 
dination. In the other, without receiving any additional autho- 
rity, either ordinary or extraordinary, ke pretended to a convic- 
tion, from the reading of a book, whose author understood not 
the subject Well, on which he wrote, that he had an authority, 
and actually assumed the authority, not only to ordain presby- 
ters, whi«h was the utmost that book would have held him out 
in ; but even to give to presbyters fuller powers ; and to send 
them as bishops superior to, and distinct from presbyters, to a 
distant quarter of the globe. If these actions argue consisten- 
cy ; 1 know not what sort of conduct can be called inconsistent. 



No. 4. 

EiXTRACT from “ Myles Chronologic<U history of 

the Methodists^ p’s, 98 & 99. 

“ Q. But how can we encourage the women in the bands to 
“ speak, since it is a shame for a woman to speak in the Church ? 
1 . Cor. 14, 35. 

A. I deny, 1. that speaking in that passage means any other 
« than speaking as a public teacher. This St. Paul suffered not, 
“ because it implied usurping authority over tlie man. 1.. Tim. 
« 2, 12. Whereas wo authority either over man or woman is u- 
“ surpedby the speaking now in question. I deny, 2. That the 
“ church in that text means any other than the great congrega- 
tion. 

“ Women have at different times and places acted as leaders 
« (mostly as leaders of classes wherein there were no men) and 
« generally they have been very useful in that office.*’— — 

I should be glad to have this proved, as well as asserted. 'Tit 

hurtful, not useful, to firopagate schism. “ A very few wo- 

men have also at different times acted as public preachers.”—. 
8ts Paul's prohibition being disregarded. “ A letter from Mr. 

Wesley to one of these (Miss Bosanquet, the present Mrs. 
" Fetcher of Maclely.) shews that he thought it might be suffered 
in some cases” notv:ithstandmg St, Paul sujfered it not. 

, LONDONDERRY, Juice 1 3th, 1771. 

<• My dear Sister, 

“ I think the strength of the Cause rests there, in your having 
an Extraordinary call. So I am persuaded has all the lay- 
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“ preachers : otherwise I could not countenance their preaching \ 
‘Natali. It is plain to me the whole work of God termed Me- I 
“ thodism, is an extraordinary dispensation of his providence.” / 
Ho-w know you it to be the uotk of God Mr, Wesley ? as plain as ^ 
the matter appears to you, it is full as plain to others, not a whit 
behind you in learning and piety, that Methodism is not the work 
of God, but the work of a turbulent, disobedient and schismatical 
spirit— but to continue the letter— “'Therefore I do not wonder, i 
“ if several things occur therein which do not fall under the ordi- V\ 
“ nary rules of discipline. St. Paul’s ordinary rule was, I fierwit \ 
« not a woman to sfieak in the Churchy yet in the extraordinary ca- ' 
“ ses, he made a few exceptions, at Corinth in particular.” Ea- 
sily asserted, but not so easily proved ; and if proved, would not 
answer your purpose. “ I am, my dear Sister, your affectionate 
brother.” 

« JOHN WESLEY.” 

Myles proceeds on and says, some persons “ it is to be feared, 

“ have acted in this way, whose call was very disputaWe. Lest 
“ such should be encouraged by this letter, let it be remember- 
“ ed, that it was wr itten to a very eminent woman, who never abu- 
“ the extraordinary call which she believed she had received, to 
“ any unworthy purpose.” .So then the wholeweight of evidence 
of her extraordinary call rests upon her own hare belief . Indeed^ 
Mr. Myles, this is very insufficient testimony. 

In the above letter of Mr. Wesley to Mrs. Fletcher, a most 
dangerous principle is advanced. A pretended extraordinary call, 
without any sufficient evidence to establish it such, is produced 
as an excuse for a gross violation of scriptural and apostolic or- 
der, and, I may add, of a divine command : for the apostles, we 
know, acted in all things relating to the worship and doctrine of 
Christianity, by the immediate inspiration of the Holy Ghost.— > 
Let Mr. Wesley’s principle be received, and all obedience to \ 
God’s commands may be avoided, by every pretender to an ex- 
traordinary call. He may obey them, or not obey them, as he 
supposes his call directs. If Methodism be the work of God & 
an extraordinary dispensation of his providence, its evidences 
ought to be produced — -not the number of its proselytes, but such 
evidences, as proved the religion which Christ and his apostles 
founded and taught, to be a true religion, as it stood distinguish- 
ed from the religion of the law of Moses which it superceded. 
The inspiration of the sacred writers has been confirmed by un- 
doubted miracles, and no evidence short of miracles equally il- 
lustrious, can justify us in contravening any of their provisions, 
or disobeying in any single instance what they have left upon re- 
cord, as commands. To him who adopts Mr. Wesley’s princi- 
ple, the scriptures must be, not only a dead letter, but an obsolete 
and useless collection of historical facts and maxims unworthy 
of attention, since every pretender to an extraordinary call may 
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receive them, or not receive them, as his rule of conduct, accord- 
ing as his own whim directs, or, as he may judge will best pro- 
mote the object he had in view ; and, we should be deprived of 
that infallible rule the^^ afford, of trying all doctrines and spirits, 
whether they are of God. 

Mr. Wesley’s sentiment in the foregoing letter is one proof, 
among many others, which might be produced, that Methodism 
cannot bear examination ; and, therefore, its founder and invent- 
or declares, that it is not subject in all things to the ordinary rules 
of discipline laid down in holy scripture ! This decree of the 
Methodist apostle and pontiff contains one of the most bold and 
impious of all principles, it amounts to an attack upon the grand 
charter of man’s salvation. The gnostics and the legion of 
heresiarchs of ail ages combined never exceeded this I 

But, says Mr. Wesley. St. Paul made some excejitions, at 
Corinth in particular, i have read both hie epistles to the Corin- 
thians with some degree of serious attention, and cannot find a- 
ny exceptions made which could justify Mrs. Fletcher, in as- 
suming the functions of a public preacher. But, supposing St.. 
Paul had made some exceptions, we must recollect that St. Paul’s 
calling was unequivocally an extraordinary one i it was confirmed 
by miracles, he was guided and directed by the immediate reve- 
lation of Jesus Christ, he was truly inspired by the Holy Ghost, 
and the other apostles were so well satisfied of all this, that they 
readily gave unto him, the right hand of fello^vship. Now, 
whenever it is proved that the late Rev. John Wesley "was truly an 
extraordinary messenger of God, by evidence great as that 
which convinced the apostles of Christ, that St. Paul was truly 
commissioned from on high j I will retract all I have said, wrote, 
or delivered respecting him ; I will acknowledge him a true a- 
postle ; J will beg pardon of God and the world, for all I have 
said or done against Methodism ; I will submit to whatever pe- 
nance Mr. Asbury and the conference may please to impose 
upon me ; I will reverence his pretensions as the voice of God ; 

I will acknowledge Mr. Asbury to be a true bishop, and succes- 
sor of an apostle, and that all the Methodist elders and deacons 
are priests and deacons in the Church of God — but not till then. 
And, in Ihemean time, 1 shall take the liberty of examining both 
the pretensions of Mr. Wesley, and those of all other wonder- 
working Methodists, by those rules which the scripture affords. 
Nor, shall I be afraid of calling Methodism an imposition on the 
world, a human device, a schism, and a promoter of the cause of 
infidelity ; while I find myself justified in doing so, by comparing 
the principles and practices of Methodism with the word of 
God ; nor shall I regard Mr. Wesley’s letter to Mrs. Fletcher, 
wherein, he calls Methodism the work of God, and an extraordi- 
nary dispensation of his providence. 

END OF APPENDIX. 
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